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£7 bs Hough 1 I know it" Was St. RR. Opi: 


the Charge of Hereſy: with Indiffes 

rene; yet I was not much diſturbed 
cnths ſang 6 a Mr. Mbiſton has lately ſaid 
concerning:rie,'in-his Hiftorical Preface, He has 
laid the ſame Charge againſt ſeveral other Di- 
vines with-ighowu? he har tonverſed and vliat 
Reaſon-hive'l to expect a more civil Treatment 
thank they? Thoſe Words of mine whichqhe re: 
labdsp were ſpoben in a Converſation, at which 
many other Divines ard Miniſters“ of Lad an 

were preſent : And ſince noot of them were 


Mr. VWhifloz muſt have put ar wrong Interpreta- 

tiod on therh 4 and indeed imuſb even at that 
time habe ab from the Doctrine of the 
Obriſtian Chureh. However, I am willing to 


tion, and ſhew, that Mr. Vhiſton has not acted 
in this Matter bord Ay how EY as he 
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nion; that a Man ought not to bear 
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 difpleas'd with what I then aid. It is plain that 


give the Publick an Account of that Converſa- 
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Ib!bbe late Dr. Payne, as Mr. Whiſton ſaith, (for 
think they both joined in the Queſtion ) ha- 
ving ask'd me, Whether the Holy Spirit was ad- | 
dreſs d to in the publick Prayers of the Primi- 
tive Church? I anſwer d, That if they had ever | 


read the Works of St. Baſel the Great, they 
would. have found a ſatisfactory Anſwer, to 
their Queſtion, for that he had writ a large 
Diſcourſe on that very Subject; in which he 
not only ſuppoſes, that all their publick Pray- 
ers were directed to the Father by the Intercef- 
ſion of the Son, in the Holy Spirit; but proves 
likewiſe, that the Deity of the Spirit was gene- 
rally ſuppoſed by the Church in that Form, 
though it was not formally directed to him a- 
lone. I adviſed. them to read that Piece of 
St. Baſl, who had a natural Occaſion of exa- 
mibing this Matter by the Complaint which 
was made againſt him, that in the Doxology 
he uſed indifferently theſe Words, Glory he fo 
the Father, with the Son, and: in or with the: Ho- 
1 Gboſt. And indeed St. Baſl writing near 50 
Years after the Riſe: of Arianiſm (which gave 
the Hint to Macedonius Biſhop of Conſtantinople 
to deny the Divinity of the Holy Ghoſt, and 
to do all he could to ſupport his Hereſy) had 
ſolidly defended the Senſe. of the Primitive 
Church in all Times and Places concerning the 
Deity of the Holy Spirit, and confuted all-the 
Arguments of the Macedonians. This is the 
Subſtance of that Converſation. And I am ſure 
the Divines and Miniſters who were there and 


then 


ü 3 


1 
then preſent little thought T had therein given 
any Occaſion for ſuch a Charge as Mr. Whiſtor 
has now, at the diſtance of 12 or 13 Years, 
publickly brought againſt me. He has given 
me, indeed, the Title of The very learned Do- 
W For, &c. But, as he doubtleſs has his Reaſons 
for what he does, I ſuppoſe he might deſign at 


; the ſame time, that it ſhould ſerve for the Ju- 

ö ſtification of himſelf. Timeo Danaos & dona 

* I ferentes. Some Months ago one of Mr. Whiſtor's 

Friends told me he had heard from Mr. Mhiſton 

. ſüch an Account of that Converſation as he has 

- | fince Printed. I then told the Gentleman the 

S | whole Truth of the Matter, and what then 

" || paſsd between us. But I thought it of ſo little | 

> © Importance, that, though Mr. Whifton came af- 9 
p terwards to: viſit me in Company with ſome it 


Friends of his, I did not think it neceſſary to | 
take any Notice of it, after the Explanation I S | | 
h | had given his Friend, and which, in all proba- Ul 
* bility, came to his Ears; eſpecially ſince I could Fj 

% not have done it without blaming him for his 

A Incivility in making his own Uſe of what I had 
© | ſaid, by changing the State of the Queſtion, and 
ſuppreſſing a part of my Anſwer: an Incivility = 
ſo much the greater, becauſe I had referred them im 
to St. Bafil's Book de Spiritu Saucto, for an Ac- - 
count of my Sentiments about the Queſtion they & 
propoſed. I have had ſeveral Opportunities of | | 
converſing with Mr. Vhiſton, and I am ſatisfy d 1 
he never look d upon me as one who inclined 
in the leaſt to his Opinions. I thought him a 
N A 3 ſtudious 


1 


fudions Man, and had a Reſpect for bi: as | 
ſuch; and he will do me the Juſtice to acknow- | 
© edge, that I always ſpoke my Mind to him ve- 


1 


ry freely and ſincerely; but, that I never appro- 
ved of the Liberties he took, which indeed were 


more than could be well born with. I was in- J 
form'd, that when he Preach'd at the Lecture 
founded by the late Honourable Mr. Bale, he 
aſſerted that the firſt Verſe of the Prophecy of | 
Exebiel had been mifplaced by the Capyiſts, 


and that it belong'd to Chap. xxx. He did me 
the Honour aiterwards to come and fee me in 
Company with the Rev* Dr. Clark.of S. James's, 
I then enquired whether that Report (which 1 
could. ſcarce believe) were true or-no? Upon 
his owning that it was fo, and ſtanding to it, I 


thought-it the part of a Friend to let him know, | 


J. That the Liberty he had taken, and which he 


had been blam'd for giving himſelf in his Har- 


#:0ny, wherein he had taken St. Matthew's Gof- 
pel all to pieces, and ſet it together again after 


his own Fancy, was of very fatal Conſequence 


to the Holy Scriptures. II. That, though it 
ſhonld be allow'd him in the Paſſage out of 
Ezekiel, he could never, according to his Un-. 
dertaking, prove againſt the Atheiſts, that the 
Fulfflling of that Prophecy againſt Egypt was 
exact; becauſe that ſuppoſing the Date of the 


firſt Chapter of Ezekiel were remov'd to the | 


xxx it would follow from thence, that the 
Prophecy was publiſh'd feveral Years after Ne- 
rchadurtzer 's Conqueſt of 1, even 2 


ding 
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ding to his own Chronology, The Atheiſts 
would laugh at ſuch an Interpretation, but 


| would never be convinced by it. But he did 
not think fit to follow my Advice: I defired 


him then to confider of the Matter a ſecond 
time before he publiſh'd his Sermons z but 1 
think he has made no Correction or Alteratt- 


on in that Place. Now juſt to ſhew the mon- 
ſtrous Abſurdity which the Atheiſts may charge 


him with; even upon the Foot of his own Chro- 
nology, which is that of Uſher: The 306 Year 
after the Captivity of Jeconias, is the Year 565 
before Chriſt, becauſe the firſt Year of that 


Captivity he ſuppoſeth; with Uſer, to have 


been the 595 Year before Chriſt. Now tis 
certain that Pharaoh Hophra King of Egypt dy'd 
the Year 569 before Chriſt, when Nebuchad- 
ne xxz ar invaded Egypt From whence it will 


follow, that the Prophecy of the Conqueſt of 


Egypt will have been publiſſid four Years after 
the Event. A pretty way this is of convincin 

the Atheifts; that the Prophecies of the Ol 

Teſtament are divinely inſpired! Is not the Pro- 
phet Ezekiel very much obliged to Mr. Whiſtor 
for the Liberty he Has taken to remove the firſt 
Verſe of Chap. i. and place it before Chap. xxx. 
and fo to expoſe his Prophecies to the Banter 
of the Atheiſts and Libertines, by making him 


gravely foretell an Event as future which had 


actually paſſed ſome Years before his Prophecy. 
Tho indeed if they would act reaſonably, they 
ſhould not condemn the Sctiptures, bat blame 


Mr. Whiſton's Raſhneſs. A 4 He 


He again viſited me ſince his profeſſing him 


ſelf an Arian; and he can witneſs that I exhor- 
ted him ſeriouſly to pay ſome Deference to the 
Advice of one of the moſt learned Prelates off 


our Church, by whom he had the Honour to 


be reſpected; and who, I knew, had written | 


to him concerning his new Opinions, in order 
to recover him. I repreſented to him with ſome 
Earneſtneſs, how ill it became a Perſon of his 
Age to be ſo Poſitive as I had always found 


him, eſpecially ſince he had ſpent ſo much of 


his time in Mathematical Studies, and therefore 
could not have ſufficiently apply'd himſelf to 
the Study of Antiquity, upon which neverthe- 
leſs he pretended to build his Scheme; and, that 
it was a very odd Fancy, for him to think he 
could revive a Hereſy which had been dead and 
buried for ſo many Ages; and that too after it 


had been ſupported by the Supreme Powers 


both in the Eaſt and Weſt for about an hun- 


dred Years; and was brought in at firſt, as well 


as maintained afterwards, by Perſecution and 
Violence, againſt the antient Faith. 

This Ad vice was only heard: But as I always 
entertain'd Mr. Whiſtor with Reſpe& and Civi- 
lity, he left his Book concerning the Apoſtolical 
Conſtitutions at my Houſe about 15 Months ago, 
with a Deſire that I would read it, and ſend it 


to Dr, Grabe. I read it in three or four Days, 


as he defired me, and made ſuch Remarks as I 


thought proper on Mr. Whiſtor's new Syſtem, 


as it was laid down in it, But I did not think 
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fit to ſend them to him, becauſe I heard he was 


to return to London in a little time; and be- 
cauſe I alſo underſtood from the late illuſtrious 
Baron Spanheim, that my Lord Archbiſhop of 
York had commanded Dr. Grabe to Examine 
that Book of Mr. Whiſion's. 23 

Beſides that, Mr. Whiſton ſeem d not to me 


to have examin d the Marks of Suppoſitition 


which ſeveral learned Men have found in the 
Apoſtolical Conſtitutions, And indeed, as I learn- 
ed from one of his Friends, he had never read 
Dallæuss Book de Pſeudepigraphis Apoſtolicis, 
where that learned Man has demonſtrated the 
Book of the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions to be ſpu- 
rious. But according to Mr. Whiſtoz, that Book 
is the moſt Canonical Book in the whole New 
Teſtament, becauſe all the other are only ſup- 
ported by its Authority ; but in the Judgment 
of all the learned Criticks, both Papiſts and 
Proteſtants, it was forged by ſome Impoſtor af- 
ter the firſt Council of Nice, that is, after the 
Year 325 of Chriſt, My Judgment cannot add 
any new Weight to the united Suffrages of the 
greateſt Men in both Communions; When he 
ſhall have publiſh'd his Book, the World will 
be amazed at ſach Heaps of Conjectures, and 
bare Aſſertions, without any Foundation, or ſo 
much as the leaſt Probability on his fide, More 
lately Mr. Mbiſton came and entertained me 
with a new Diſcovery of an Arabic Tranſlati- 
on of the Conſtitutions at Oxford and at Ven- 
na, which he hoped would convince — — 
— „ ' | 78 orld. 
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World. This, I thought, was a very particu- W; 
lar Fancy. I told him he would find nothing 
in ſuch a Manufcript which would anſwer his 7 
high Expectations; that he could get nothing 
from the Arabians, but ſore things writ in the | 
X Century, at which time the Chriſtians, as 
well as the Jews and Samaritans, having for- 
got the Greek Language, under. the Empire of | 
\ the Mahomet ant, then their Maſters, began to 
{F Tranſlate the Scriptures into Arabick for the 

Uſe of their People; and, that he might make 

a Judgment of what he might expect to find 

| by that which Dr. Beverege publiſh'd under the 
Title of The Canons of the firſt Council of Nice, 
which was the moſt wretched Impoſture put 

upon the World. But he was too much preju- 

diced to be moved by any thing I could ſay. | 

know that Alvarez tells us in his Relations of 

Ethiopia, that the King of Ethiopia ask'd him 

FRY whether the Chriſtians in the Weſt had the 
eight Books of the Conſtitutions which were a- 

mong them? They call them in their Language 

Mazuda, or Abetilis ; and, if we may take the 

3 King's Word for it, they obſerve them very re- 
ligiouſſy. Mr. Wh:ſtoz poſſibly may perſwade 
_ himſelf that S. Clement ſent a Copy of them in- 
to Ethiopia, which has been carefully preſerv'd 
among them ever ſince: But I can aſſure him, 
if he thinks ſo, he is much miſtaken: for that 
good Prince thought that the Eunuch of the 

Queen Candace converted his Royal Miſtreſs Il. 
and her Subjects, who inhabited the _ | 

eroe. 


LF © : 

- AAcroc. But the Erbiopians who live farther in 
the Continent of Africa, were converted in the 
s u Century; Frumentiu, who was ordaird 
g for them by St. Arhunaſius, be ing their firſt 
e Biſhop, as is well known to all who underſtand 
s Church Hiſtory, And the ſame King David 
tells Pope Clement VII. in 1533, that he recei- 
ved the Doctrine of the Holy Trinity in the 
o Unity of the Divine Eſſence. So that there is 
e little Probability that S. Matthew carry'd among 
e them the Apoſtolical Conſtitutiont, which the 
d Bishops who fat in the Council in Trullo (tho 
1e no extraordinary Criticks) did yet find out to 
e, | have been corrupted by ſome Heretick. Can. 2. 
ut One thing which moved me not a little, (when 
u- | I obſerved how fond he was of meer Chimera's) 
I was, that whereas in a Book publiſh'd about 
of ||| five Years ſince, he affirmed with Mr: Mede that 
im || the Herefies came out of the Dragon's Mouth 


as 2 Flood, which would have deftroy'd the 
a- Church if the Earth had not helped her; I. He 
ge now looks upon Arias, who firſt gave Occafion 
he Ito che Idolatry practiſed by the Chriftians of 
re- Ihis Se&, as the Reſtorer of the antient Faith of 
de the Chriſtians; and would plunge us again in- 


to Idolatry: For certainly the Religious Wor- 
ſhip, of Creatures is Idolatry: And one of the 


im, moſt eſſential Marks of the Apoftacy of the 
nat ERowiſb Church, is the Religious Worſhip which 
the ſhe pays to thoſe that by Nature are no Gods. 
It. He falls upon S. 4rbanafur in the fouleſt 
nanner n the World; and repreſents him 
| | . the 


[ 12 ] 


the greateſt Villain that ever lived. But he | 


- ought to have known, and would, if he had 
allow'd himſelf time to read the Pieces of the 
fourth Century, that Atharaſivs did but follow 
Alexander, his Predeceſſor, who had called 


Arias Antichriſt, or the Forerunner of him, be- 


cauſe he worſhipped Jeſ#s Chriſt, tho he thought 


him no more than an excellent Creature; and F* 


that the ſame Atheaneſiw diſtinguiſhed himſelf 
for 46 Years together by his oppoſing the Et- 
forts of Ariaviſm, We have a very exact Hiſto- 
ry of his Lite in 2 Vol. quarto, writ by a learn- 
ed Man, who was a Canon of Beauvars. But it 
is not to be ſuppoſed that Mr. Whiſton has gi- 


ven himſelf the trouble of examining it. For ad 


my part, I expe& ſome or other of his Friends 
will adviſe him to read the Extracts of Philo- 
ſtorgius, an Arian of the V Century, concern- 
ing the Life of Athanaſius, and to publiſh ſome 


ſele& Paſſages thereof for general Edification. 


And as he has received ſuch Light from the * 


Arabick Verſion of the Conſtitutions, I would 
bave him by all means enquire after the Legend 


of St. George in Arabick, which has been a long i” 
time in Vogue in the Church of Rome, as is 


alſo that of the pretended Martyr Artemius, who 
dy d much about the ſame time with the pre- 
tended St. George. For after his Death, Artemi- 
s was condemned by Julian the Apoſtate, for 
ſeveral notorious Crimes, whereof we have an 


Account in Ammianus Marcellinus, how that 


St. George, it ſeems, gain d a Victory * n 
: tha- 


* 1 
Athanaſivs, a famous Magician, That Legend 

as written by ſome Arian, in the time when 
that Hereſy committed the greateſt Ravages: 
but it was condemned by Gela I) in a Coun- 


he eil. But as Mr. Whiſtow confiders things accor- 
ad ding to his Prejudices, ſo he may poſſibly give 


$ ſome Extracts out of that Legend to juſtify 
himſelf in writing with ſuch Bitterneſs again 
that great Saint, whoſe Name is had in ſuch 
Veneration by all Chriſtians. - The World will 
e upon what Foundation he goes when he 
ſhall +-publiſh all his Works; for we have yet 
feen nothing but ſome few Eſſays. I Have had 
Lood Information that he has changed his Mind 
ſeveral times within theſe five Years; and theres 
ot I cant but hope, that by reflecting on the 
cbſurdĩty of the Work he has undertaken, he 
7 ay at length drop it, ; and return'/to. the true 
Faith; Indeed always thought him to be ex- 
1d rechely fond and tenacious of His Notions ; and 
nd Nhe Warmth with which he generally ſpeaks and 
no does every thing, gives us ground of Fear, leſt 
5 She ſhould run farther and farther: in the Hereſy 
he has contracted: yet I think his Friends ought 
ot'to give him over as abſolutely incurable. - 
I ſee very well, that Mr. Mbiſton imagines 
he ſhall do the Chriſtian Religion no inconſi- 
derable Service by delivering the Church from 
he Doctrine of the Trinity, and that of the 
ternal Divinity of Chriſt. But ſuch as will care - 
ully attend to his Hypotheſis, will be ſoon con- 
inced, that the Man is wretchedly miſtaken, — 
1 . | that 


[14] 
that he could never have tound out a more rea- ſive 
dy way to make the Jews, who are well, vers d feſt 
in the Scriptures, and underſtand the Spirit of 
Religion, to reje& Chriſtianity, . When he is 
pleaſed to introduce « Created God, he muſt of 
neceſſity, under the Idea of God, ſuppoſe That 
Being to be Infinite; but then, by the Addition 
of the Word Cytated, he. deſtroys what bebe Nhi 
fore ſuppoſed; and pretend it:tu be a finite Be- Nor 
ing, created by God the Maker of all Things. r 
By pretending that Chriſt is the Object of Bi- N 
vine Worſhip:, he advanets ar impious and ria 
wiakede Doctrine in the Wotld ; for, if Chriſt ind 
be not really and truly God, that is, a Being 
that has all the Attributes of the Godheadby if to 
he be not Self exiſting, the great Jehovah} Om I 
niſcient, Omnipreſent, and. mighty. then;tday We 
we lawfully withdraw our Worſmip and Adore 
tion from:hid,; as a thisgrexprtſſy commande 
in Scriptute. THis as the grent Argument which 
the Fathers Hhunys urged! with Suacefs agauilt 
(he Ariavs,, andfor which Reafdn they eve 
looked wponi thein to be gailty: bf: Iddlhtry. d ut 
But it this-CGonthoverſy be :confidered with a 
particular Regard tò the Jews, I then maintain, 
that, according to the Principles of that Nati- ſho! 
on; it will ever be impoſſible, ſo long as Chriſt f 
is propoſed to them as a Created Being, how. 
excellent ſoever he is ſuppoſed to be, to per- 
ſwade them to give Worſhip to him. The firſt 
Fathers of the Church ever acknowledged that 
the Angel to whom Adoration is Ry 

Haw | given 


11 
ven in thoſe Appearances recorded in the o 
Teſtament, was the N). ; fand this alſo was 
he received Doctrine of the Synagogue, as v 
earn from the Teſtimony of Pia the Jew. But 


hen Arianiſa appeared in the World, which 
ught indeed that This ſame: Angel was the 
a; but maintained at the ſame time, that 
This % &. was à Created TBeing ; the fatal 
Vonſequence of that Doctrins ended in Idola- 
xy, which uns immediately introdueed intòcthe 
Ahurch of Chriſt: and — alſo Chr 
tian took accaſion to worffüp Angels. And 
ndeed, if it be once allowed as. a thing law- 
„that the Hönour (of Religiom which i is due 


up 
cf — 1 — am the Rank. 
texted Brings may vat likewiſt:beronerths 
Qbjetix of Divine: Wotthip. / Meda aun mar 


ren. „Il 0d vid ibo nant 440M 
Ahe Jaws are — 
put to it, togetoald: d: of; thob>:miny — 
vhich in the id Taſtamendtnanifeſtly p 

he-Prrſooality f the: Holy Otioſty: andiilas 
hour hard! —— them of Qod + Ations, L 
8 ebe enn. Will. gut if once we 
kdopt the Arie Syſtein, we then naturally pro» 
randy, and; with Mecedowine- go on to believe; 
hat the Holy Ghoſt. is rh a Creature of the 
AQ@ 2: which Poſition can't but ſaock the Jews) 
c whom this. Doctrine would indeed prove * 


0 God alone, may be given ta the . who 
poſed ta boralCtcated; Beings b confeſs>8 


pecfemi Rehioceſt Jug tor ee Do, ſed ue 
perplexed: with, md 


they are guilty bf groſs Ertors,> as: the LiiBbe- 
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ty ſerviceable, and abſolutely neceſſary to 
rid of thoſe Arguments which eſtabliſh a Plies . 
lity of Perſons in the Divine Nature: Yet the wl 
dare not venture thus far on this Point: Ford 
if once a Duality (if I may fo ſpeak) of Pe 
ſons can be proved to exiſt in the Divine Ef. 
fence, —— it as eaſy a matter to prove the 
| Doctrine of the Trinity. The Jews (for in; 
ſtande R. Moſes Bar Nachenan) never attempted 
to place the Mſemra de Jehova in the Rank. ot 
Angels, or of Creatures; and. tis plain that 
there are many Texts which [peak of the Mel 
f iah, as of the Great Jebovab. 

The Converſion of the Jews, 1 confels, I ak 
to be at preſent à thing almoſt impoſſible, con 
fidering the many Scandals that are given, and 
the many Stumblimꝑ- blocks that are laid before 
them by — as: v. J. firſt hy Papiſts, in 
that they are guilty. of IdolAtryiniworſhippiny 
the Hoſt, the Croſs, 2 Saints, and wha 
not? Then ſecondly by roteſtants, . in: the 


news, for ane rolpect tothe Euchu- 
riſt; and hy others, when they beholdothe 
Schiſms and. Diviſions that retgry ainong them, 
and perceive the Ignorance alſo of thoſe Men 
whom they diſpute with. The Rowen Idolutry 
_ eben be be firſt deſtroyed, before the 
Jews can ever be brought over to corifeſs that 
the Meſliah they have vam imagined to them - 
ſelves, is not ſpoken of in the 2 and 7 Chap- 
ters of Daniel, and that. they themſelves al fo 
_ are 
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re not in the leaſt mentioned there under tlie 


Denomination of the Saints of the moſt High, 
-Miwho are to be employ'd by God in the Deſtru- 
ction of Rome. This is the only great Event 
that can poſſibly conſtrain them to make a ge- 
neral Reflection upon their great Miſtakes, and 
Jengage them to ſtudy and apply themſelves 
J with a greater Care and Concern (than hither- 
to they have done) to examine the Conne- 
off xion of the Divine Oracles, by conſidering 
at the Goſpel as the Accompliſhment of thoſe Ora- 
Vieſſ cles, whereof they are Guardians. | 


bat ſhould God permit the contrary, it woul 

prove new matter of Scandal to the Jews, and 
I ſtill continue to harden them in their Error. 
in The Learned amongſt em are ever pleaſed with 
inp} the Hiſtory of the Hereſies that ſprang up in 
the Chriſtian Church: But they are chiefly de · 
i lighted with the Sociniant, and thoſe more eſpe- 
J cially, who pretend that Adoration is not due 
to Chriſt, looking upon them to be Perſons that 
are no Enemies, but rather Friends to them. 
But ſhould Arianiſa now prevail, and get the 
upper Hand, it is certain the Jews would there- 
in find matter of Joy and Triumph. The Ar;- 
ans maintain'd, that Chriſt had no rational 
Soul; pretending, that the x5) ſupplicd its 
Place, and performed all its Functions. Now 
this Tenet not only expoſes the Hiſtory of the 
Goſpel, and renders it 8 ridiculous, 


lam apt to believe Mr. Whi/tor will gain but 
takel few or no Proſelytes to his new Diſcoveries « 


but 


Mleſſiah to be the promiſed Goel, that is, one 


5 = piſtle to the Hebrews, to be convinced of 
| t e 


| by reccived, 0 four firſt General Councils Ido 


1 


but likewiſe. hinders us from looking upon: the 


of our next Kinſmen, or one that hath the 
Right to redeem us. Apduit is evident, this 
Poſition deſtroys the Doctriue delivered in tho 

155 Chap. of 12 And we need only peruſe 


ecęſſity there is of rejecting. Arins's Do- 
ctrine with this Circumſtance, as Jacompatible 
18 the Chriſtian, Religion 
inally, In vain does Mr. 1 bifton boaſt of 
don the Tr 1tion of the antjenteſt, Fathets 
On: his ſide 3 for, 1. This is a matter of Fuct 
that will,” S be diſputed! with him; and 
Tho, perhap be may he ablecto inſtance in 
93 Paths cs — of the ſirſt Fathers, which 
are. not 0 explain'd by Petaviut and others, Wl 
ho build their Faith upon the. Deciſion atid t 
Ws Councils z;yet,, however, he 
ls by, this: Far - Proteſtants; 
glaucl particularly. which! I" 


ez rely upon tha Definitien of Couneils, but 
oy receive them only becauſe they are confort · 
mable to the Ward, of God: And therefore if 
Mr. Whiſton is willing to do any thing to the 
Purpoſe, he muſt proceed, after, this Manter, 
and follow this Method. Tis true indeed, by 
pretending that the Apoſtolięal Conſtitutions 


are the Holy Scriptures, and their only Support; d 
be does ſomething very like it: And certz in I 
it muſt be confeſſed, as an unqueſtionable ta 0 

that 
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hat the Author of thoſe Conſtitutions was an 
{rian, But this Deſigh of his is ſo whimſical; 
ot to ſay fooliſh, and his Poſitions ſo abſurd? 
hat this alone will infallibly ruin the Succeſs 
hich he ſo vainly promiſes to himſelf. 


n his new Syſtem of Divinity ; and that is, 
hat he has quite overturned Mr; Mede's Scheme 
of the Prophecies'of the Revelation, which in 


Phat Book, publiſh'd in 1706, he ſo highly aps 
df broved. — 15 * 1 0573 ION . , CY; 


When 1 ſay that Mr. Whi/forr has quite overs 


efs y that Mr. Whi/#: '© 

act {drown his own'Syſtem (which is that of Mr. 
nd Meddle) concerning the Revelation of Antichrilt, 
in I ſay no more chan what he himſelf is ohliged 


o confeſs. The Antients, as St. Fevome for Gd, 
, Had owned that Revelaf. ift fpentts öf'the Fall 
df the Rowin Pagan Empire ; that xhe gredt 
Dragon who had fall'n from Heaven: caſting 
dut of his Mouth'as it were à Flood to deſir 
the Church, ſignifies'the Hereſiks which the De- 
il taught Ari ndnd his Followers aftar tat 
Conſtantine, tho Man. child bottvof the Women 


which Elevation his threw down the Drapby 


that time. Indeed the Fathers counted the fr 
Herefy to be'that'of Ari, hct hadvſevernt 


tiens, the Bunomitrr, See. und which was con 
demned in the Perſon of“ its Rüther by the 
Council of Nire In 335. The ſetend -was Mint 


Bat there is one thing wkich bath ſtruck me 


had been ralſetdd to the Empire vfiths World| 
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tury. This Hereſy was condemned at Epheſus] 


| Notions of Paulus Samoſatenut, which Neſioriys 
afterwards revived: And we know that Enſebivs 


\ 20 | 
of Macedoniuns, Biſhop of Conſtantinople , con; 
demn'd in the 2d General Council in 331. Th: 
third was that of Neſtorius, another Biſhop of 
Conſtantinople, who in a great meaſure revived! 
the Hereſy of Paulus Samo ſatenus, Biſhop of An- 
tioch, who lived in the middle of the 3d Cen-: 


in 431. The fourth was that of Eutyches, Ab- 
bot of a Monaſtery in Conſtantinople, who aſſer- 
ted, that the Word did not cloath it (elf with 
Fleſh, or aſſume the Humane Nature in the. 
Womb of the Bl. Virgin; but, that the Divini- 
ty, being turned into Fleſb, paſſed through the 
Virgin, and was afterwards Crucify d, died, and 
was buried, and raiſed again on the 3d Day. 
This the Council of Calcedon condemned in 454. 
Thoſe antient Writers teach, as we ſee from 
Theodoret, L. 4. de Heret. Fabulis, that the End 
of the World was to be expected as very near. 
This Theodoret aſſerts in another place in the 
ſame Book, ſpeaking of the forementioned Per- 
ſon; - But now Mr. Whiſton believes that Aris 
was, the great Reviver of the Faith of the Apo- 
ſtles; but, that St. Athqnaſius was an Innovator, 
ho has corrupted all the Church. And now A 
what becomes of all his Syſtem on the Apgca- 

Hnſe For, on one hand it is plain, that Aa- 
tedowianiſas is à very juſt and natural Conſe- 
quent of Ariaziſm : And on the other it is plain 
alſo, that Arias did undoubtedly eſpouſe the 


of 
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pf Nicomedlia is eſteemed a Diſciple of Lucian, 
Collucianiſta.] For the ſame Lucian whom the 
hurch of Rome has canonized for a Saint, was 
Fertainly a Diſciple of Paulus Samoſatenus. As 
For Eutyches, his Hereſy indeed was, that he 
Henied the Humane Nature of Chriſt, and be- 
Wiev'd it turned into the Divinity: But was not 
This an Improvement of what he had learned 
n the School of Arius, that the Word ſupplied 
he Office of a reaſonable Soul in JeſusChriſt; 
end why might it not ſupply the room of the 
Body too? - 5 
It muſt be owned that Mr. Mede was much in 
he right in his Notion of Hereſies, which were 
ndeed the Flood that was caſt out of the Mouth 
t the Dragon. The Interpretation is ſolid; 
nd Rupertus, Abbot of Duitz in the Dioceſe of 
olen, above 600 Years ago, took the firſt Hint 
of it from St. Jerome. And Mr. Whiſtor did well 
o follow Mr. Mede. Theſe Hereſies all aroſe 
n the Eaſtern Church: The Weſt was much 
concerned therein. So the Devil left the Eaſt 
o come and bring Deſolation and Confuſion 
into the Weſt, by corrupting the other part of 
the Poſterity of the Woman by giving Riſe to 
| MAntichriſtianiſm, which began upon the Divi- 
ſion of the Weſtern Empire into 10 Kingdoms. 
The Fathers, miſled by a fooliſh Tradition of 
the Apocryphal Writers, were of Opinion that 
WAntichriſt ſhould not reign longer than 3 Years 
and a half; and, that the End of the World 
ſhould immediately ſucceed his Fall. We jaſtly 
= | EB blame 
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blame their Credulity : And Mr. Whiſton did ve. 
ry well to leave them, and follow Mr. Mede, 
But having fince declared himſelf an Arian, from 
which. Hereſy almoſt all the others ſprung, he 
would do well (as ſoon as he has time) to 
make a new Scheme on the Revelation agree- 
ably to his lateſt Sentiments. Methinks the 
Opinion he has now lately embraced, ſhould 
oblige him to retract publickly his Eſſay on the 
Revelation : Leſs than this will never ſatisfy 
the World. I ſhould alſo think he ought to 
make Pamende honorable to the Church of Rome. 
For if he be an Arian, as Tm told he has been 
for about theſe 3 Years. he ought ſtill to wor- 
ſhip Jeſus Chriſt: But if he is a Dulian, that w! 
is, according to the Account we have of that 
ſort of Arians, if notwithſtanding he believes 

the Son to be the Servant of the Father, he yet. 
worſhips the Son; With what Juſtice can he, 
after Mr. Mede, accuſe the Romiſh Church of 
Idolatry in Worſhipping Saints and Angels, who 
are but the Servants of God tlie Father as well FA 
as Jeſus Chriſt, tho he perhaps be the firſt (of 
thoſe Servants ) of that Rank and Order. This 
is one ſad and melancholy. Reflexion I have 


made on Mr. Whiſtor's Falll 


\ * Y a . 


Another thing at which I have had Reaſon 
to be ſurprized in Mr. Whiſtow's way of Wri- 
ting, is, the Confidence with which he aſſerts, 
That all the Antients were of Ariuss Opinion, 
and, that, he can bring 100 Proofs of it. Such 
an. unaccountable Confidence as this, is tnough 


ve. Jo make one deſpair of doing any Good on 4 
ſede. 
rom 
, bel 
) tal 
ree- 
the ie to have been an Innovator in Matters of 
uld Religion. Good God! how came he by ſuch 
the Confidence! Euſebius joined himſelf to 4rim's 
isfy Party, and favour'd him as much as by all his 
t to Antereſt and Addreſs he could; and perhaps he 
e. it is who has told Mr. Whiſton that all the An- 
een fients were Ariazs, No, tis no ſuch thing. On 
he contrary, Euſcbius tells us of a Caſumny 
which ſome, injudicious Perſons had raiſed ot 
Dionyſus Biſhop of Alexandria, and which they 
ſpread even a3 far as to Rome + They accuſed 


eſt. Let us however try, if it is not poſſible to 
nake him talk more modeſtly. To hear the 
anguage in which he affects to ſpeak, any | bo- 


ves 

yet him, it ſeems, of denying the Divinity of Je- 
he, Iſus Chriſt, that is, his Conſubſtantiality with 
of he Father, in his Refutation of the Sabellianr. 
ho What. does Dionyſus, Biſhop of Rome, upon 
ell this Why, 'he obligeth the other to explain 
of Hhimſelf upon that Point: which he does with- 
his out any Reluctance, and declares, that he ac- 
ve knowledges the Son to be conſubſtantial with 


the eternal Father: And he doth that in fo ma- 
ny Expreſſions, although he doth not uſe the 


i- Word H,, that no body can read them 
ts, n being convinced chat he underſtood 
n, the Conſubſtantiality of the Son with the Fa- 
ch ther in the ſame Senſe as the Fathers of the 
zh Council of Nice. And we have his Letter 


Ba, „ 


an ſo full of himſelf and be engiy prepoſ- 


ly would conclude he had plainly prov d Atha- 


vherein he makes this Confeſſion to this Day 


he had the Care of, Alexander, Biſhop of Ale- 


the Depoſition of Arizs a Presbyter, and of 9 


_ declares in that Letter, that he looks on Arizs 
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Athanaſius inſerted it into a Diſcourſe of hi 
on this Subject; and ſo it is conveyed down 
ſafe to us. Now this ſhews that the ,n. 
of the Council of Nice was the received Do- 
Qrine and Faith of all true Chriſtians. When 
Arms had publithed his Notions in the Pariſh 


xandria, depoſed him for the new Doctrine he 
taught. We have a Relation of the Matter in 
a Letter he writ to Alexander Biſhop of Con- 
fantinople; where he gives him an Account of 


Deacons who had embraced his Opinion. Af. 
terwards the ſame Alexander, Biſhop of Alexan- 
drja, writ a circular Letter, which alſo we have 
to this Day, to all the Biſhops of the World, 
to acquaint them, that in a Synod in Egypt he 
had condemned two Biſhops, Secundus and The- 
on45, who had joined themſelves to Arins who 
bad been depoſed and excommunicated. He 


his Doctrine as a Forerunner of Antichriſt; 
and he exhorts all the Biſhops of the World 
to hold no Communion with Exſeb. of Nicome- 
dia, who was one of the three Biſhops of Syria 
whom Aris had viſited, and who had joined 
themſelves to his Party; and whom he had be- 
fore given a Character of, in his Letter to Ale- 
xander Biſhop of Conſtantinople. This Matter 
having made a great deal of Noiſe, the Empe- 
four Conſtantine ſent Hoſus to Alexandria. This 
4 — 5 Hoſins 


V Hoſrus was Biſhop of Cordubæ in Spain And in 
Ul A. D. 324, he examin'd the Complaints which 
vn the Friends of Arizs made againſt Alexander. 
Upon the whole, Heſust look d upon Arins as 
Jan Heretick, and ſo left him and his Adherents 
under the Anathema denounced againſt them 
by Alexander his own Biſhop, and by two Sy. 
le-. nods. While three of the Biſhops of Syria, 
heſl and principally Exſebius of Nicomedia, (where 
in Coxſtantine very often reſided ) were continually 
1. making Complaints, Conſtantine called a Gene- 
off ral Council at Nice, the chief City of Bit bynia, 
'9ffin 4. D. 325, where Arius and his Friends 
\f- were heard and condemn'd, after it had been 
u- ¶ declared agreeably to the Doctrine of Dionyſens 
veſlof Alexandria, who flouriſhed about the mid- 
d, dle of the 3d Century, that the Son was con- 
he ſubſtantial with the Father. The Depoſition of 
be- Arizs and his Adherents was there confirmed, 
10 and Exſcbius of Nicomedia was depoſed. Nor 
Te has Eyſebizs of Cæſarea, the Author of the Ec- 
ur cleſiaftical Hiſtory, dared to relate with what 
t; Difficulty he eſcaped the like Sentence himſelf 
Id for being an Arian, as appears plainly from 
e- bis Books againſt Marcellus Biſhop of - Ancyra. 
4 This Confeſſion of Faith was not drawn up by 
ed Ja ſmall number of Men, but by above 300 Bi- 
e- ſhops. And as Hoſus, who preſided in the 
e- Council, knew very well what was the Opinion 
er of the Spaniards who lived at the other end of 
e · ¶ Europe, there were alſo preſent ſome 'Biſhops 
is from Perſia and Africa, who witneſſed _ — 

5 | : TY „ ri- 
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who has read the Hiſtory of the IV® Century; 


Arias do {till remain) affirmed in Oppoſition 


to 3 


Chriſtians in thoſe. Countries had received the 
it is impoſſible; any Doctrine can be more uni- 
verſally condemned than that of Arius was. 
The Emperor was indeed preſent; but notwith- 


ſtanding that, no Council ever acted with grea - ¶ 


ter Freedom and Liberty. Euſebius, as much 
an Arian as he was, is yet obliged to confeſs, 
that the Emperour deſired only that the Truth 
might be diſcoyer'd and ſet in a clear Light; ſo 
far was he from influencing their Votes. Indeed 
if he had been inclined to favour one Side more 
than the other, one may gueſs from his Letters 


to Alexander Biſhop of Alexandria, and to Ari- 


#s himſelf, it would have been in favour of this 
latter. But he had no ſooner heard the Biſhops, 
than he was convinced that Arius was: the Iii 
novator. There was afterwards, 'tis true; ſotne 
Diſpute about the Word Couſubſtantialʒ but that 
was occaſion d by Marcellus Biſhop of Anueyra, 
who gave a Sabellian Turn to that Word. Ac: 
cordingly, when after the Death of Conſtantine, 
Comſtantius his Son, being perverted by an Ari- 
an Presbyter, would poſitively oblige the Bi- 
ſhops of France and Italy to renounce their an- 
tient Faith; what violent Methods was he for- 
ced to take at Milan and Rimini? Every body 


knows what Meaſures the Prelates of Gaul took 
on that Occaſion: They boldly defended what 
St, Hilary of Poitiers (whoſe Books againſt the 
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o the Euſebians in the Eaft, whither he had 
been ſent. But Mr. Whiſtor: is not diſturbed by 
uch ſmall Difficulties as theſe: He makes no 
latter of the Diviſions into which the Aria: 
hemſelves were ſplit, tho” they were ſo ĩneon- 
tant, that ſcarce a few could affemble together 
n a Body, but preſently they felt to drawing 


ſa, up a new Confeſſion of Faith. The ordinary 
th Chriſtians had a perfect Abhorrence of thoſe 
- drian Aſſemblies. And 8. Ambroſe, ſpeaking df 


the Biſhops which Conſtantius os violently 
thruſt into many Epiſcopal ' Seats, from whence 
ers he had driven their antient Paſtors, ſays. Tat 

ri- he Ears of the People were puren thaw the Lip: 
nis (heir Teachers. The ſeveral Confeſſions they made 
ps, are preſerved to this time ; and Mr. Whiſtore 
n+ would do well to examine them with Attention, 
ne and then inform the World on which of them 
ut ſhe fixes, as the Symbol to be received by his 
ra, Diſciples. It would likewiſe be mueh for our 
der Patisfaction, if he would tell us honeſtly what 
ve, Ine thinks of that Notion of Arimns's, which was 
ri- Nlefended by ſome of his Followers, That ſe- 
Bi- Mus Chriſt had no Humane Soul, but that the 
n- Word, which he ſays was created, and anima- 
Ir- ted his Body, did alfo fupply the Want of a 
dy. Feaſonable Soul. Mr. White has publiſh'd à 
„ MLreatiſe of Novatian concerning the Trinity, 

hich he thought favodr'd His Opinion, 

earned Doctor has prov'd-the contrary in an 
Enquiry into Novatian's Principles. [I hope he 
worn take it amiſs, if — kim! in ma pf one 
Piece 
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Piece-of Hiſtory which is of no ſmall moment 
in that Controverſy ; and that is, That the No- 
vatians, who were diſpersd all over the Em- 
pire, and had ſeparated from the Church upon 
the appearing of Arizs, joined with the Catho- 
licks at the Council of Nice in condemning him 
for an Heretick. They did the ſame at Con- 
ſtantinople. Nay and if we may believe Socrates 
and Sozomen, 'twas Agellius their Biſhop at Con- 
ntinople who propoſed the Expedient for con- 
vincing the Arians and Macedonians, by oppo- 
ſing to them the Authorities of the Fathers who 
had lived in the three firſt Centuries. The ſame 
thing may be ſaid of the Donatiſts, whoſe Se- 
paration was made before Arizs appear d. I 
think that what I have ſaid is ſufficient to ſhew 
that Mr. Mhiſtan is very much in the wrong to 
affirm ſo poſitively that Athana ſius was an Inno- 
vator, and that the firſt Council at Nice eſta- . 
bliſhed a Creed contrary to the Faith which the 
Church had received from the Apoſtles; and 
that Arius was the only, or the principal Per- 
ſon who taught it in its Purity. If Mr. Wh;- 
ſton had read the Works of St. Atbanaſius with 
Judgment, he would have ſeen that he defen- 
ded the ſame Doctrine before Ariut had made 
any great Noiſe, and which he afterwards de- 
fended either at the Council of Nice, or after 
he was made a Biſhop ; as may be ſeen in his 
Diſcourſe againſt the Heathens, and concern- 
ing the Incarnation of the Word. If he had 
proceeded farther, and read the Works of _—_ 
PTE | who 
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vho writ againſt Arianiſu, he would have ſeen 
hat the great Argument they inſiſted upon was 
his, That the Chriſtians would be Idolaters if 
hey worſhipped Jeſus Chriſt, and at the ſame 
ime thought him no better than a created God. 

I don't at preſent enter into any Examination 
ff the Propoſitions which Mr. Mhiſton has pub- 
iſh d concerning his new Scheme, in his Hiſto- 
ical Preface. He has never communicated them 
o me, ſo I leave the Examination of them to 
he Divines to whom he ſhew'd them before 
ne printed that Preface. But that he may not 


nis Manuſcripts on the Conftirations, I ſhall of- 
er to his Conſideration two Remarks, which 
may convince him, that if I differ from him 
about the Antiquity of that Book, I do it for 
uch Reaſons as ought to have weight with 
nim, or any other reaſonable Man. 
The firſt is taken from the Fact of Rebapti- 
zing Hereticks, about which this Book oughe 
dy all means' to. have been: conſulted, it there 
had been ſuch an one in being. The 2d thing, 
rhich 1-don't remember Mr. Whiftor has taken 
any notice of, is this, and which one would 
expect ſhould have been perfectly clear'd up by 
x Profeſidr of the Mathematicks in the famous 
Iniverſity of Cambridge; and indeed it is ſuch 
one, as muſt needs convince any Reader who 
loes but give a little more Attention in the 
Study of is Matter than Mr. Whiſtoz ſeems to 
12ve made uſe of in framing his Syſtem: - is 
this; 


omplain I have not read with due Attention 
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16 
this ; that whereas he aſſerts that Clemens Ro 
manns left in the Church of Rome the Book of 


the: Apoſtolzcal Conſtitutions, to ſerve for a Rule 


unto the Church for her Doctrine. Rites, and 
Diſcipline; this Notion is a meer Chimera, and 


the:Invention-of a very fruitful. but ill govern 


and injudicious Fancy: For elſe we muſt ſup 
noſe that the Biſhdps of Rome, to whom that 
facred Depoſitnm was committed; kept it till af 
ter the Council of Nice without ever confulting 
it on the moſt weighty Occafions, or ever co 
— — it k to any Per ſon. W' find that u 


Lat 
her 


det Agrippin, Biſtiop of Carthagentit was reſol 
ved ina Councikof Africa; to rebaptize all thqſici 


Hereticks without Diſtinction. Tertullian, whe 
was then! a:-Cathblick, is an unexceptionab f 
Witoeſs of this tnatter of Fact, ſince he crtt.e 

Diſcourſe in Greek concerning the rebaptizing 
of Hereticks rd juſtity the Refolutiom of. chi 
Council of Aich, as he infottns us in hit La 
ti Diſcourſe Dr  Buptiſnto;0Heawrit thlat Dif 
eon ſe 5 in Greek for the Uſe of the Chriſtian) 


in the Eaſt, wid were difputing about! tha 


ter. Indeed it. 15 not unlikely, that it wat 
of:&ervice to thi»Biſbops-whoiaſſembled' F 
valle, of whom Divnyſinr of Alexandria ſpenki 
im Huſeh. Hiſt: Bzct, lib. 7. d. 7. The fame io 
vyſius tells us of a Council at Jconium, bil 
which appcars to be held later than the other, 


berauſe Firmiiiau, Bihog of Ceſerea in Cappi 
et 3 in. it at the ben me 2 | 


0 cl 


0 | at Iconium followed the Footſteps of che o- 
oer at Synade. So that we find there were 
aree — held on this Queſtion, one 1 
and two in Ae, beföre eve S.'Cypriare 
d d Stephen Biſnop of Rowe unter d into a Diſs 
ute about it. Now tis certain that the C 
un determine this Oueſtion: lib. 6. c. 16. ud 
ording to the Mind of thoſecthree Councits! 
ad that they order d the Rebaptising of alÞ 
: ereticks when they. return intusthè Cm 
ion of the Catholick Church. But it kanis BY 
* that ſb many BiftiopsMboth in Ae 
a Africa, fbould — known oftheſe' CG 
idations; becauſe) they er -quote:thenphiy 
Pefence of thin Judgment and Practice; White 
rely they would ha ve dont if ene Hall 
© aer committed/thenr to the Church of Noni, 
. * the direſtigg vf /thie Church in Faith; UP 
S and-Diſciptine; 0? Fine Qboncil: of Abd 
| = held under Awippiny beforeths Year 480 5 
PINS the Practice there L Rabliſhg; 0g confines 
abſervebafterwards in dhe Churches of N 
5 as 8. Cyproup tells us ir his N 0.9 2 7 
ur; and in another tb Sine NH 
2 at: Council conſiſt bf only a fan Number Gf 
| frogs: For S.\Kuduſtin, in Bis BOE Ae 
u contra Nile tells us, that there wet afs 
bled. to the number of Seventh. Aud the 
ol Councils of Se aui. Leon muſt alſc 
ve been very füll: Thus muchl at leaſt 1 
rtain, that there were preſent at them, Biſhôps 
am ſeveral Pros inces of Aa. And What 15 
Diel more 


1 


1 
more than all this, till the time of Stepben, thc 
Church of Rome had conſtantly received alf 
Hereticks without rebaptizing thech. Tis in 
deed very ſtrange ſhe ſhould have done ſo, ſinct 
there were at Rome the Followers of Valentine 
Cerdon, and Marcion ; the Principles of which 
Hereticks, quite overturned the very funda 
mental Articles of the Chriſtian Religion. Yet 
that Pope had a very ſharp Diſpute with pri 
ax on this Queſtion, and condemned the Cuſton 
ef the Churches of Africa, tho it was agree Pee 
able to the Deciſion of the Apoſtles in thei: 
Conſtitutions. Nor did any Perſon in the Ro 
man Church adviſe him that he was diſputing 
againſt the Apoſtles, whoſe Conſtitutions wer: 
in t he Tre aſury of that Church. The Africans 
on the other hand, were very well ſatisfy d i 
their own Cuſtom; Which was agreeable to th. 
Deciſion of their Anceſtors, and never argue 
frem the Authority of thoſe Conſtitutions 


1 Which muſt certainly have put Stephen and hi 
oo * Party to the utmoſt Confuſion. And Dionyſiu f. 
i „ of Alexandria, when he ſaw Stephez was ſo ob f 
Wi ſtinate, as to declare he would excommunicati 
1 the Churches of Cilicia, Cappadocia, GalatiaPl 
* and ſome ether Churches of 4%, that rebapriſÞ”! 
. zed all the Hereticks; but never thought of ur WI 
| | ging againſt him the Conſtitutions of the Apoſtle? 
41 which favour d the Practice of thoſe Churchedſ'® 
04 He only ſaid, that Rebaptization of Heretick be 
7 ua eſtabliſh'd by three great Synods; and fd 
1 he recover'd to a Spirit of Love and * 25 
PF | GE tho 
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4 | | "We | 
thEboſe who with Stephen had been for breaking 111 
aliff Communion with thoſe Churches. Mr. Wh;- | 
in on is certainly at liberty to believe and fanſy 
inc hat he pleaſes ; but I don't think he can ever 
herſwade any Man of Senſe, that after a Pra- 
ice of this nature has been the Subject of a 
ontroverſy for near 60 Years, and between 
he greateſt Churches, it can be poſſible that 
uch a Book as the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions, in 
hich the Matter is clearly decided, ſhould have 
deen in being, and, what 1s more, firſt com- 
itted to the Church at Rome to be commu- 
ncated unto all the Chriſtian Biſhops, in all 
Parts of the World, for the regulating their 
Faith, their Rites, and their Diſcipline. But 
his is not all: The ſame Queſtion was in 325 
eferred to the Council of Nice; and what is 
ore ſtrange, is their deciding it contrary to 
he. Determination of the Apoſtles in their ſup- ll 
poſed Conſtitutions. For the Council, with- { wy 
| 
; 


Put diſgracing Stephen, condemns his Opinion 
n the Preſence, and even with the Conſent, 
f his own Legats. That Pope, it ſeems, was 
For the receiving equally all Hereticks, with- 
Out rebaptizing any; but the Council orders, 1 
hat the Followers of Paul, Biſhop of Antioch, v4 
who deny'd the Deity of Chriſt, ſhould be re- | 4 
daptized, Can. 19. So that here we ſee one of 
tHedfithe greateſt Aſſemblies of Biſhops that has ever 
tick been ſeen, is entirely ignorant of theſe Conſti- 
d ſtutions of the Apoſtles, and decides contrary 
eacel to them. Neither the Legats of Pope Silveſter, 
ho C who 
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[ 34 | 
who had the keeping of ſo valuable a Treaſure 
nor the Biſhops of the greateſt Churches in thi 
World who were there preſent, and whoſe Pre 
deceſſors ought all to have received Copies o 
the Conſtitutions, never ſpeak one Sy llable o 
them. Whereas, according to Mr. Mhiſton, the) 
ought to have had em, in a manner, all b) 
heart, having been educated and formed unde! 
the Doctrine and Inſtruction contained in them 
Let us ſee ſomewhat that is yet more ſurpri 
zing: Though the Council of Nice ſettled thi 
Point, yet we muſt not conclude that all tht 


Dioceſes of the Church did acquieſce in tha 


Deciſion, S. Baſil tells us, that Cappadocia, © 


which he was Metropolitan, kept to its antienij 
Cuſtom of rebaptizing all the Hereticks, buiſf 


without ever alledging that they diſobey'd th 
Council of Nice out of Deference to the con- 
trary Determination of the Apoſtles. The Apo- 


ſtolical Conſtitutions having appear d before the 


End of the IV Century, the Queſtion of re- 
baptizing Hereticks was revived with a great 
deal of Warmth in Africa. S. Auguſtin writ ! 
don't know how many Diſcourſes on that Ar— 
gument, becauſe the Dozatiſts rebaptized thoſe 
who joind themſelves to their Communion, 
E an African Monk, tells us, in a Diſcourſe 
publiſh'd by the learned Rigaltius, in his Notes 
on Cyprian, that ſeveral Biſhops in Africa were 
inclined to rebaptize Hereticks : but yet after 
all, though the Book of the Conſtitutions had 
then been publiſhed from the time of Epipha- 


nin, 


1114 


at; 


ſure ius, who quotes a Paſſage out of it; we don't 


| thiind that any Uſe was made of it in the Diſ- 
PreWputes on that Subjeat. LD 

'S OW This is my firſt Obſervation; which is, of 
e ot ſelf, ſufficient to overturn all Mr. Mhiſton has 
theſWfſerted concerning the Antiquity of the Con- 


| bticutions, which ſeem to have been written 
ndeWome Years after the Condemnation of Arias. 
nem I come now to the ſecond, which I deſire 
PriffMr. Whiſtor to conſider attentively. | 
ch1Y 1 ſhould readily pardon Mr. Whiſtor's Conje- 
the fture about the Sincerity of the Apoſtolical Con- 
tha Mitutiont which appear d before the middle of 
» O'the IV“ Century, if he were altogether igno- 


ien 

bu 
th; 
On- 


ant of ſeveral Queſtions about which the Anti- 
ents were divided in their Opinions for ſeve- 
al Ages. The Queſtion about Eaſter is one, 
hich occaſion d a long and ſharp Diſpute. 
The Importance of the Matter was not fo great 
s to deſerve it; yet this is very nicely decided 
n the Conſtitutions, lib. 5. c. 16. The Words 
are theſe: © Oportet ergo fratres ut qui pretioſo 
* Chriſti ſanguine redempti eſtis, dies fejios Paſ- 
che accurate & omni diligentia poſt æquinocti- 
um celebretis, ut neque unius paſſionis bis per 
annum memoriam renovetis , ſed potins ſemel 
quotannis memoriam mortui item ſemel cele- 
' bretis Neque amplins cum Judæis tempus cele- 
* brandi paſcha obſervetis; nulla enim nobis nunc 
cum eis communitas eſt, Falluntur namque in 
ipſo etiam Calculo & ratiocinations, quam exi- 
ſtimant ſe abſolvere, ut ex omni parte d veri- 

ö tate 
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ſidered; namely, That there aroſe a Queſtion 


that he might ſoon have put an End to the 


361 
tate abjiracti ſint : Vos vero obſervate diligenten 
converſionem verni qui nocfii que incidit in 
22 diem Menſis 12. qui appcllatur Dyſtros 
EN notate, atque ad 21” Lunam, ne in illan 
„ incidet lens quartadecima ; 
per errorem bis unoque anno paſcha agitemus, 
aut diem ReſurreFionis Domini noſtri alio dies &. 
præterquam Dominico celebremus. 
Let us conſider a little Mr. Whiſtor's SyſtemWro 
concerning this Book of the Conſtitutions. I. Hel the 
{ſuppoſes that Clement, Diſciple of S. Paul, was dic 
Author of it. 2. That he compoſed it in the ag 


64th Year of Chriſt, after an Aſſembly of the] 


Apoſtles conven'd for that purpoſe. 3. That « 


he depoſited this Book with the Church offi « 


Rome, of which he was Biſhop, to ſerve for al“ 
Rule of Faith, Manners, and Diſcipline, to the 
Church. ce 


But there are ſeveral other Events to be con- 


about Eaſter beſore the middle of the ſecond 
Century. Polycarp, who dy'd A. D. 147, went] 
to Nome, under Pope Eleutherus, to endeavour 
to make up that Difference : But Eleutheras had 
not the ſenſe to ſne the Deciſion made by the 
Apoſtles, as it was related by Clement, one of 
his Predeceſſörs. 

The ſame Controverſy broke out again under N te 
Victor: But he, poor Man, had never ſeen or 
heard of the Book of the Conſtitutions; ; elſe by 


Diſpute. But he being deſirous of getting Sa- 
tistaCtion | 


down the Rule related by Beda : 


„„ 
isfa&tion himſelf, and of being able to ſatisfy 
others who were ſadly divided by that Que- 
jon, writ to Theophilus Biſhop of Ceſarea : 
Zeophilus, vpon receiving that Letter, calls a 
Council, not only of the Biſhops of Paleſtine, 
but alſo of ſeveral other Countries in the Lear 
M195; and what Anſwer does he return to Vi- 
For? Why juſt the contrary to that which Cle- 
ment gives as the Judgment of the Apoſtles: 


or, 1. He lays down, 2 "0 Jeſas Chriſt aroſe 


the 25th of March, being: Sunday, and that he 
died the 23d of March. 2. Thereupon he lays 
* Conftitutum 
*'eft ergo in illa Synodo, ut ab xi. Kal. Aprilis 
" nſque ad Xt, Kal. Maii Paſcha debeat obſervari; 
75 Ge nec ante ner poſtea cuicnmque conſtitutum 
mitem tramſeredi ſit fas. Similiter & de Luna 
præceptum Dominicum teneatur, quod manda- 
tum eſt per Moyſem. Sit vobis obſervata 1 4 quar- 
*-#adecima Lund uſque ad 21 Has ergo octo 


TLunas, ſimtiliter in Paſchate tenendo conſtat 


© fuiſſe conſoeratas Quandlo ergo fit intra illum 


© Limitem ab xi. Kal. aprilis, uſque i in xi. Kal. 
* Maii, Dies Dominicus & Luna ex illis oc 
6 ſanttif cata eſt, Paſcha nobis juſſum eſt celebrare. 
The Neg Bucherius read the Decifion of 


| this Council under the Name of that of Phzlippz, 


and did not diſcover that it was the very Let- 
ter of Theophilus to Victor. Beda, from whom 


we have this Council of Cæſarea, acquaints us 
with the Occaſi on of this Letter of Victor, and 
tells us, 


1. That the Apoſtles had determin'd 
C3 nothing 


I 
nothing about this Matter; which ſhews, that ptic 
the Weſtern Church, down to the eighth Cen. 
tory, had never received the Book of the Cond 
ſtitutions, 2. That the Celebration of Eaſte 
had been very different; for the Gauls kept ii 
on the 25th of March, in Memory of the Re; 
ſurrection, let it fall on what Day of the Week 
it would. 2. In Italy, where one would think cos 
they ſhould have known ſomeu hut oi the 4-H 
ſtolical Conſtitutions, they always kept it on iheſWleſ: 
25th of March; but differed about the Number hai 
of the Days ot the Faſt they obſerved before it. he 
3. That in the Eaſt they kept it the 14th of the 
Moon of March, 4. That Vicbor thought fit to to 
apply himſelf to Theophilus the Metropolitan on 
of Paleſtine p. 469. Ut: quomodo Paſi ha reFo th 
jure 2 cunts. Catholicis T_T Ecclefeis, Wl th 
iu ibi fre eret ordinatio, ubi N G. Salvator ve 
* Mundi fuerat in carne verſatus, We: find that 
after this Determination of the Council of. Ce- 
ſarea, Victor was ſo poſitive and inflexible in a 
Matter of ſo little Importance, that he was go- 
ing to Excommunicate all the Churches of Ma, 
if S. Irenæus had not oppoſed it, and brought 
him to a more reaſonable Temper. Since that 
time we ſee nothing but different Cycles for- 
med by ſeveral learned Men for regulating Eq- 
ſter-Day. Hippolytus made one of 112 Years 
under Alexander Severus. Anatolins, Biſhop of 
Laodicea in Syria, made another ſome 50 Years, 
after; yet the Latins generally followed the 
Cycle of the Jews, of which we have a Deſcriz 
tion 


1 


ption in S. Epiphanius, Hereſ. $1. The Deſign 
which thoſe learned Men propoſed, was to give 


the Church ſuch a certain Computation for 
that Feſtival, as might ſerve to reconcile the 


different Parties, and keep em from follow- 
Ming the Cycle of the Jews. If it is poſlible that 


Anatolius might never have ſeen the Apoſtolical 


Y Conſtitutions, at leaſt one would think that 


Hppolytus, who died near Rome, ſhould doubt- 
leſs have ſeen them : But we don't find he ever 
had ; nay, on the contrary, we are very ſure 
he never ſo much as heard of any ſuch Book. 
In the middle of the III“ Century they began 
to make Hereticks of all thoſe who kept Eaſter 
on. the 14th of the Moon without waiting for 
the Day of the Reſurrection, nor minding whe- 
ther that 14th Day fell on the 3d, 5th, or e- 
ven the 7th Day of the Week. Theſe latter 
pretended," 1. S. Fohz's Authority, whoſe Cu- 


ſtom it had been in the Churches of Af. 


2. They produced the Ace of the Apoſtles, and 
other Apocry phat Pieces, as Theodoret calls them 
Lib. de Her. Fabul. There was never a better 
Time, and which would have been more ſer- 


viceable to the Intereſt of the Biſhops of Rome, 


to have produced the Conſtitations of the Apo- 
files, than this; eſpecially ſince the others ur- 
ged the Tradition of S. John, and the ſpurious 
AK, of the Apoſtles: And yet we don't hear one 
word of their being produced againſt them on 
ſo fair an Occaſion. hg > 


C 4. N 
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At length this Matter is brought to the Coun 
cil of Nice, through the Remonſtrances that 
Conſtantine made to both the contending Par- 
ties. That Prince was much diſturbed at the 
Difference between the Churches of Ara and 
the others, which he had known before : So he 
writes to all thoſe Churches, and particularly 
exhorts thoſe who followed the Cycle of the 
Jews, according to which Eaſter was ſometimes 
celebrated twice in one Year, to conform them- 
ſelves to the general and ordinary Cuſtom, 


pry 
* 


This we learn from Euſebius s Hiſtory, Lib. 3. 


c. 17, 18. Was there ever a more natural Oc- 
caſion of alledging the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions 
than this? And yet not one of all the 318 Bi- 
ſhops of whom that Council conſiſted, ever 
once mentioned that Book. Nay, we find from 
the Writings of ſome who lived after the mid- 
dle of the IV Century, as S. Ambroſe, Epiſt. 83. 

that that Council referred to the Church of 
Alexandria the care of ſettling Eaſter-Day, with 
an Injunction to notify the time to all the chief 


Biſhops of the Empire. A Sign they thought 


that Aſtronomy was better underſtood there 
than in any other Church in the Empire; and 
that therefore twas thought beſt to follow the 
Rule which ſhould be ſettled by them of that 
Charch. 

Nor is it only = the utter ende of all 
the Authors who writ on the Subject of the 


fitutions were never known till the time of 


8. Epi- 


Paſſover, that we conclude the Apoſtolical Con- 


8. E 


and 
Fat 
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Le 
8. Epiphanini; who writ towards the Year 375, 
and that they were forged a little before that 
Father flouriſhed, and after the Council of Nice: 
But even the very Deciſion which is made in 
them, ſhews that the Author could not live in 
the time of S. Clement. The Words of the De- 
ciſion are quoted above. I am amazed Mr. Whz- 
ſton ſhould not perceive, 1. That this preten- 
ded Clement puts a Conſtitution upon. the Apo- 
ſtles which is perfectly oppoſite to that of St. 

Paul, who blames the Galatians for obſerving 
Deyn c. 2. He makes the Apoſtles ignorant 
when the Equinox fell in their time; for it was 
not on the 2d of March, as this Impoſtor 
makes them ſuppoſe, but on. the 28d. 3. He 
forgot to make the Apoſtles put out a new (y- 
cle, that might de more perfect than that which 
the Jews uſed, His Courage fail'd' him here, 
or elſe he wanted Skill-to draw one up. For he 
was confounded by the different Cycles which 
the Fathers of the III“ Century had invented. 
And yet the thing was abſolutely neceſſary,” 
and . have ſaved the Greek and Latin 
Church infinite Pains. For after the Council 
of Nice, all the learned Men were taken up in 
contriv ing ſuch an one. Nay and the Church 
of Rome fell often into the very ſame Inconve- 
nience which the Council of Nice endeavour d 
to prevent, I mean that of celebrating the 
Chriſtian Paſſover on the ſame Day on which 
the Jews kept theirs. - 4. That the Author of 
the Conſtitutions has fixed the Vernal Equinox 
n 
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according to the Obſervations: of thoſe who| 
diſputed 7 a little after Vi#or againſt the Quar to- 
decimans, They fixed it to the 224 of March, 
anticipating a Day from the time of S. Clement. Ine 
They were preft with a Difficulty which appears ſed 
at firſt ſight; 5. e. That by fixing the Paſſover of 
of Jeſus Chriſt, 7. e. his Reſurrection, on March His 
25, they muſt ſometimes keep Bajter twice into 
one Tear. For by following the Kalendar of tha 
Lunar Months according to the Jewiſh Cycle, on 
they were obliged to keep the ſecond before Nhe 
the Equinox following, unleſs they did inter- Mas 
calate 11 Days every Year, and 12 Days every 
4th Year, or Biſſextil. For if Clement had ſet- ||. 
tled the Equinox, he would not have fixed it Ne 
on the 22d of March ; becauſe in his time it (Pu! 
did not fall on the 22d, but on the 23d of s 
that Month: It did not fall on the 2 2d till a- Nh 
bove 100 Years after his Death. To conclude; 
If Mr. Whifton had compared this Chapter of 
the Conſtitutions, he would immediately. have 
obſerved, that this Impoſtor, who conceabd 
himſelf under the Name of Clement, follows the 
Reaſons which Conſtantine urges in his Epiſtle 
to the Churches, which Euſebius recites in the n 
Place above· quoted, to ſhew what an Abſur-if 
dity thoſe Churches were guilty of, who fol- 
lowed the Jews Kalendar-Computation. I 

It is very plain, from: what has been alrea- 
dy obſerved, that Mr. Whiſton has not read: the 
Keclefiaſtical Writers with much Judgment or 
* 3 nay; and that he has made ul 
8 


L 
Uſe of that ſort of Learning which he beſt un- 


derſtands, I mean the Mathematicks; for, if 
he had made that Uſe of thoſe Sclences which 
he might have done, he could never have paſ- 
ſed ſo raſh a Judgment concerning the Author 
of the Conſtitutions, as he has been led to by 
his new Scheme. We'll paſs by his Rudeneſs 
to S. Matthew, whom he hs ſerved little better 
than Medea did Mſon: And as he has taken up- 
on him the Character of a Chronologer, let us 
he w that by his Hypotheſis in Chronology he 
as made a ſhift ta confound the cleareſt and 
molt certain Matters of Fac. 
How unhappy he is at making Hypoiheſes, 
e have an Inſtance in the Differtation he has 
publiſh'd at the End of his Eſſay on the Apoce-' 
ße, concerning, the Abiathar of whom eſus 
zbriſt ſpeaks Matt. II. 25, 26. Divines eſteem 
— obliged “to. defend what our Saviour 
bete aſſerts againſt the Objections of the Jews. 
ndeed it ib plain, that the Fact our Saviour 
pgaks, ot, was done under Ahimelech the High 
Prieſt, and! hot under Abiut har his Son (HO 
led from Nabto David, and carry d with him 
he. Eyhod to which the /i was faſten d) 
frer his: Father was killed by: Seu among the 
24 Priefts who were at No. But to this Diff 
ulty there are many Anſwers given, which 
nay ſatisfy any reaſonable Perſon. S. Jerome 
bought that the Copyiſts might have put the 
ame of Abiathar inſtead of Ahimelerb, which 
e o find i in 1 Saw, xxii. and that either throngli 
Miſtake, 


Tal 


Miſtake, or becauſe he might alſo be called 
Abiathar. Bez thought that both the Father EI. 
and the Son might have two Names; andiibe 
proves his Opinion, by comparing 2 Chron. bo 
xxiv. 2, 3, 6. and 2 Sam. viii. 17. with 2 Sam. lat 
xv. 29, 35. and 1 Kings ii. 26. Camerariu: IA“ 
thought that the Prepoſition 5, under Abia- Pri 
thar, is ſo general a Mark of Time, that it might Hi. 
agree well enough to ſomewhat that paſſed l in-NMs 
deed under Abimelech, but within a few Days it 
of the Prieſthood of Abiathar, who was the the 
more famous Man of the two; eſpecially if, t 
as Nicholas de Lyra conjettured, Abiathar had Icoi 
even then actually engaged in the Prieſtly Of- 
fice, Any of theſe Anſwers is ſufficient to re- 
move the Jews Objection: For Jeſus Chriſt Hl 
mentions Abiathar becauſe he was the more no- 
ted Man. Ahimelech was executed as a Traitor 
to Saul, and to the State. And then, 2. It is Al 
not to be ſuppoſed; that 4bimelech gave David”! 
the Shewbread with his own Hands, but that it . 
was given him by Ab:athar, by the Order of 
Abimelech, who lived but a few Days after. 
Procopius of Gaza, p. 68, lays. down fome other . 
Conjectures upon this place of S. Mark, which 
Nr. Whiſton might have made uſe of, if he had 
known of them; though tis true indeed, that 
they have been rejected by the beſt Commenta- 
= Yet Mr. Whiftor, it ſeems, was not ſatiſ: 
hed with any of the Anſwers he had met 
with: And as he had ſomewhere found an old H 
Catalogne of the, High Prieſts of the ors. - 
: 7 
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er Eli, which no body had ever ſeen before him, 
nabe has formed his Conjectures upon that, as 
„ boldly as if he had received an expreſs Reve- 
n, lation on this Point. 1. He tells us, that the 
„% Abimelech who was ſlain at Nob with the 84 
14. Prieſts, was not the High Prieſt, but that the 

.hefÞigh Prieſt's Name was Abiat har, and of this 

in- Man (if we may take Mr. Whiſton's Word for 
aysllit) our Saviour ſpeaks. This 4biathar I. was 
-hefitbe Son of 4hijah. So that Mr. Whiſtor makes 
if two A4biathars; under the firſt of whom, he 
oncludes from S. Mark, David eat the Shew- 
bread The ſecond, he ſays, was the Grandſon 
of the firſt, and the Son of one Abimelech an 
High Prieſt. 2. That Eli and ſeven Perſons of 
is Race were High Prieſts, in this Order, Eli, 
Phineas, Ahitub, Ahijah, Abiathar I. Ahimelech, 
Abiathar II. Jonathan. A very conſiderable 
Diſcovery. this is! Poor Joſephus, the Jewiſh 
Hiſtorian, who too was himſelf a Prieſt, knew 
If but 13 High Prieſts from Aaron to Solomon, 
fer Antiq. I. 20. c. 8. and they were, Aaron, Elea- 
gar, Phineas , Abiexer, Phineas, Bochi, Hof? 5 
li, Abitub, Ahias, Ahimelech, Jebojada, Sadoc. 
He knew nothing of two Abiatharc. So the 
Jews, particularly Rabbi David H imehi, conclude 
nta-Veboj ada was an High Prieſt from 1 CHron. xii, 
atiſ. /. And Jehojada was the Leader of the Aaro- 
'met{Þites, G. And they take him to have been the 
| old Mame with Abiathar the Son of Ahimelech. Jo- 
e of be (Antiq. 1. 6. c. 14. p. 196.) innocently 
El; Nuppoſes, that Abimelecb was an High 9 

an 
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46 
and brings him in confeſſing before Saul, that 
he had conſulted God for David, as he had 
done on other Occaſions, He alſo takes notice 
that the Slaughter of the Deſcendants of E 
was an Accompliſhment of Samuel s Prophecy 
againſt that Houſe, He afhrms alſo, that Ab; 
at hur the Son of Ahimelech the High Prieſt, wa 
the only Perſon who eſcaped from the Fury 
of Saul. And when he comes to Lib. 8. c. 1 
p. 254. where he ſpeaks of Solomon's Depoſing 
Abiathar, he takes notice that Abiathar and &. 
doc had been made High Prieſts by David, and 
that Solomon fpared Abiathar's Life on the Ac. 
count of what he had gone through in David's 
Service, and becauſe he had borne the Ark be. 
fore him. And there again he obſerves, that 
by the Depoſition of Abiathar, Samuels Pro- 
phecy againſt the Houſe of Eli was perfectly 
fulfilled. I know that there are Differences in 
the Liſt of the 13 High Prieſts: ſome count 
them thus, Aaron, Eleazar, Phineas, Abiſhua, 
Bocci, Hoſi, Zeruchia, Merayoth, Amaria, ( Se 
Joſeph. Ant. ib. 8. c.1. p. 254.) thoſe are the 
9 before Eli, after whom come Ahitub, Ahij ab, 
Abimelech. Thus Foſephus's Number of 13 High 
Prieſts is filled up. But we are obliged to 
Mr. Whiſtor for increaſing the Number to 17, tt 
for that, if I am not miſtaken, is the Sum of 
9 and 8; and for acquainting us that there 
were two Abiathars; under the firſt of whom 
he ſuppoſes that Afﬀair of the Shewbread to 
have happen d, wiſely foreſeeing that it could 


not 
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. 
haMWot be referr'd to the time of the ſecond. 
nad We need not look far for the Reaſon of Mr. 
ice biſton s making ſuch ſtrange and unheard-of 4 
E/ uppoſitions. He tells us, in his Chronology, 
ecyhbat Saul reigned 40 Years. The great Uſper 
4% Vas of that Opinion; yet almoſt all Chrono- 
wanhogers are of another Mind. But Mr. Whiſtore 
vryſÞas follow'd him in his Miſtake, for want of 
, I Examining the thing. He pretends to prove it 
ſinzfrom Ack xiii. 19, 20, 21. But S. Paul, in that 
Fahplace, does not give 40 Years to Saul alone, 
and{Þut to Samuel and Saul. Samuel was born un- 
Ac. Her the Pontificate of Eli, who judged the Peo- 
ile 40 Years, and died at the Age of 98. Sa- 
be. Puel judged them above 20 Years after Eli be- 
thaiffore he beat the Philiſtines z after that he judg- 
Pro-ſfd them ſeveral Years; but as he grew old 
alyſLwhere, by the way the Word fignifies a Man 
s inthat is paſt his 60" Year ). he fixed his Sons in 
nuntſÞis Place: They, not being immediately under 
bus Meir Father's Eye, abuſed their Authority fo 
eiſfar, that the People ask for a King. Sammel 
 theſÞad Order from God to ſet one over them; 
ij ab, nd accordingly he Anointed Saul at the End 
ligh|Þt the Summer, 1 Sam. xii. 17. Samuel then 
1 toffctires to his Houſe, and there remains till the 
1 Fth Day, having charg d King Saul to wait for 
n offhim, in order to offer up a ſolemn Sacrifice. 
here Honatban, Saul's Son, having in the mean time 
homſſſucceſsfully attack da Hoſt of the Philiftimer, 
1 tofſitey aſſemble their Troops at Mizmaſh, where- 
outd y Saul was obliged to haſten. the Sacrifice be- 
not . fore 
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fore the 7th Day was expired, contrary to Sa. 
| wel's Direction. This was Saul 's firſt Sin. 
However, God granted them two Victories, by 

the Conduct of Jonathan, Saul s Son and the 
General of his Army, a few Days afterwards, 
The Moabites, Ammonites , and other neigh- 
bouring Nations. ſeeing that the new King was 
not yet well ſettled i in his Throne, they prepare 
to invade his Dominions; but were repulſed, 
after ſome unſucceſsful Attempts made in the 
depth of Winter. After this, Samuel, by God's 
Authority, obliged Saul to deſtroy the Amale- 
kites, 1 Sam. xv. Accordingly he deſtroyed 
them about the Month of January But in that 
Matter he did not fulfill the divine Command; 
and ſo was told by Samuel, that God had re- 
jected him from being King. Samuel, on that, 
was commanded to Anoint David : After 
which, Saul was troubled with an evil _ 
and ſent for David, to cure him by f inging 
Holy Songs. In the mean time, the Philiſtines 
inſult the Iſraelites in their Camp for 40 Days 
together: But David killed their Champion 
Goliab, and ſo was the Occaſion of gaining a 
great Victory over them. Saul gave his Daugh- 
ter to David according to his Promiſe, and 
made him one of his Generals ; but, with a 
Deſign to get rid of him. So David was for- 


ced to fly, 1. to Rama, where he met with Sa- 


muel, who dy d a little while after; z then 2. he 
repairs unto Nob to Ahimelech, who gave him 
the Shewbread ; 3. to > Achiſh, whom he quick- 


Jy 
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54. ly left, fearing Teſt he ſhould pay for his vi. 
in. ctory over Goliab with his own Life; 4. into 
by the Cave of Adullam; 5. into. one of the 
he Strongholds of Moab; 6 into the Foreſt of 
ds. Kereth. At the end of April, which was the 
h- time when they ſheer'd their Shee iP in Jude, 
a5 the Philiſtines tought againſt ile: and 
re David lay hid in the Delart of Ziph, and 
d, after in that of Mahon, then in hat of Ex - 
he gaddi, and laſt of all in that of Zipb pe 
d's About this time Samuel dy'd, as likewiſe N- 
le- bal a little after, whoſe Widow David mar- 
ed ried. As Saul try d all ways poſſible to ſeize 
nat Dav'd, he thought fit to retire: to Achiſp 
d; King of the Philiſtines, in whoſe Dominions 
re- he remain'd a Year and four Months. ac- 
at, cording to the expreſs words of Scripture, 
ter and that was till the Death of Saul his mor- 
Tit, tal Enemy. 

ing If Mr. Whiſtor had throughly confidered 
nes | this Hiſtory, he would have concluded, that 


195 the Scripture, which ſays that Saul reigned 
on but two Years, is rather to be believed than 
J 2 


thoſe Chriſtian Chronologers who after Fox . 
ſep bus, have given his Reign ſuch a length as 
it is abſolutely impoſlible it ſhould have had. 
I ſay impoſſible, becauſe tis certain that Saul 
was "rejetted. the firſt Year of his Reign, and 
that David was 2 little after anointed in 
bis place by Samuel, 1 Sam. xiii. 1. &*c. Be- 
ſides, it's certain that David was thirty Years 
old when he ſucceeded Saul, 2 Sam,v.q. From 
D "ol 


1 

whence it would follow, according to Mr. 
Whiſton, that he came to the Crown 9 Years 
before he was born, it Saul reigned 40 Years. 
2. I affirm, that the Paſſage in 1 Sam. xxvii. 7. 
is well trarſlated in the E- gliſb Bible, thus; 
And the time that David Pas in the Lend 
go Philiſtines was a full Tear and four 
onths, as appears from Achiſh his Words, 
Chap. xxix. 3. where he counts two Years 
begun, for two entire Years: Is not this Da- 
vid, who has been with me theſe Days or theſe 
Years e In which Words he repreſents to the 
Lords of the Philiftizes, David's Faithfulneſs 
in his Service. 3. Its impoſſible to make any 


. 


Swear that thou wilt not cut off my Seed after. 
me, &c. unleſs we confeſs, that Saul was 
pretty old when he was made King. For at 
his Death he left 1b:ſheth bis Heir 40 Years 
old: and yet Jonathan was his eldeſt Son, 
not the other. 4. How can we underſtand 
the Words of David to Abiſpai, who would 
have had him kill Saul in his Tent, where 
he had ſurprized him without any Guard? 
5 Chap. xxvi. 10. Or his day ſhall come to die, 
8 's Do they not plainly wy. to the natural! 
I 7 © Death of Saul, which David thought could 
1 A + Not be far off by reaſon of his great Age? 
144 5. What elſe can Jonathan mean, when after 
he had acknowledged that God had appoint- 
ed David to be King of Iſrael, he defires him 
to ve 6 kind to his Family 3 Some learned Men 


believe 
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thing of thoſe Words of Saul, 1 Sam. xxiv. 21. 
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believe that Sauls great Age is ſignified by the 
Holy Writer, when he calls him Ben ſbana, 


that is, a Man who has lived many Years: 
which Place the Commentators have not-un- 
derſtood: nay, ſome of them have imagin d, 
that the: Copyiſts forgot to ſpecify the Num- 
ber of Years; for they ſappoſe, but falſly, 
that formerly the Numbers were not expreſſed 
at length, but by the numeral Letters. 

But let us try if we cant convince Mr. Whi- 


ſton of his Error. He confeſſes, that there 


were 300. Years from Moſes's conquering of 
the Land beyond Jordan, to the time of Jeph- 
tha. And from thence it follows, that there 
can be but 180. Years from the firſt Year of 
Jephtha to the fourth of Solomon incluſively. 


Let us then count 4 Years of Solomon, 40 of 


David, 40 of Saul, 25 of Samuel and his Sons, 


40 of Eli. Theſe Sums make up 149 Years. 


Well, according to Mr. Whiſton, Sampſon judg- 
ed 20 Years before Eli: The Philiſtines held 
the People in Bondage 40 Years, Abdon judg- 
ed 8 Years, Elon 10. Ibſan 7. Jephthe 6. 
Theſe 6numbers together make 91 Years, which 
with the former 149 make 240 Years, that is 
60 Years more than there ought to be be- 
tween the firſt of Jephtha and the fourth of 
Solomon. 

Two Faults which have been committed, 


one by the Jewiſh, and the other by the 


Chriſtian Copyiſts, have perfectly confounded 
the Chronologers, The D was — 
— 7 


— r Sieg Bret let ow. ger 3 = Soo 


. — 4 


— 


6.3% k 
2 
—— 8 RE , : wa 

- 


* « 5 1220 =O. 
A 
"ld 3 ——_— 
* 
= = 
8 . 


N 


„ 
by the Jewiſh Copyiſts in Judges dil. 30. where 
we find 80 Years given to Ehud, whereas the 
Holy Writer writ no more than 8; which is 
the very Number Theophilus Antiochenus read 
in his Copy of the Greek Verfion. In ſol- 
ving this Doubt, the Chronologers have la- 
bour'd and ſweat ; nay, the Difficulty has ſo 
confounded them, that they have not ſee 
what is very plain, that from the Diviſion of 
Ganaan by Joſbua there are exactly 250 Years 
to the firſt of Samuel. Tis amazing that, 
Marſham, who invented a new Scheme on 
Purpoſe to ſolve this Difficulty; ſhould never 
have confider'd what Jacobus 'Capsllas has 
written on this Subject in his Hiſtorta Sacra 
& Exotica; and that he ſhould not ſee, that 
his making the Judges and the Boundages tobe 
together, can be of no manner of uſe till 
from the firſt of Jephtha, after which his Me- 
thod muſt be admitted. Not that I approve 
of Capellus's Criticiſm on the Hebrew Style, 
by which he pretends, that without chang- 
ing Shemonim, as now we read it, for Shemo- 
#4, we may tranflate this firſt Word erghr. 
The other Fault has been eommiteed by the 
Chriſtian Copyiſts in 4@- xiil. 19, & c. a place 


which Mr. Hhiſton has taken a great deal of 


pains about, and all without being able to 
clear it up. S. Paul, as he reads the Text, 
does in that place make an Interval of 450 
Years between the Diviſion of the Land by 
Foſhia, which happen d 1450 Tears before 
_ e Chriſt, 
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Chrilt, and the firſt Ver of Samuel. No if 
this readitglof the Verſè be true, tha puffäge 

in the ſirſi of Kings muſt neceſſarily be fable}. 
becauſe ethere no a than 480 Years. Arg 
counted from the time wer hy 
went O f Egypt to the ti of Solomord 

But Mr./VVhiftom did not obſerve” that there 
was another reading of the Place, and viyat 
more antient too than the common ore, fifee 

this is emirely owing to the Raſhneſs of fame 
Copyiſts. But accordidg to this antiene webt — a 
ding, the Number of Years" not 4. 2 
350. Now by this Accounty the fit c 

aue! will fall on the Tear 110 before GHkiſtz 

and the Ver of the Foundation of the Tem 

ple being che 480 from the going out a. 
Egypt. wille tall on the rox6" before” Clift 

Now let ns take 4 Years" of Solomon, 46 of 
Dab d, und 40 of Sand; according fo Mr. 2 

on, here we have 84 ears; on the firſt O 
which Saus Reign moſt begi in, > beezufe that 

is on the 10999. before Chrif, But ther hat 
wilt. become of all Senne S. time who — 4 
the Phitiftimes the 225 of 23 Year of h 
Jadging the People 2 What win become 
the Time when he Judged alone? © Arid what 
of the Time when his twe Sons were Judges 
ith him? Did they begin. fo abuſe theit 
Power as ſoon us it was given hem? Did the 
*cople immediately demand à King? And did 
3od immediately give Sende Conttniflion fo 
moint Faul? n | The RAI 8 
D 3 To 
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To ſpeak freely, almoſt all the Chriſtian 
— have here been led aſide by Jo- 
ſephus, whom they thought a great Chronolo- 
=. But the Jewiſh Commentators, Rabbi 
Levi ben Gerſom and Abarbanel only excepted, 
have adher'd to the Account in 1 Sam. xiii. I. 
which makes Saul to have reign'd but two 
Years, reckoning them from his ſecond A- 
nointing. 
Samuel began to Judge Dus: after the 
Death of Eli, who had held from the 5th 
Year of Aelon through the Remainder of his 
time, through all the Judicature of Ahdor, 
during the Apoſtacy of Iſrael, which Jaſted 
eight Years, and through the 18 firſt Years 
of Jſraels Slavery under the Philiſtines. He 
beat the Philiſtines in the 22d or 23d Year 
of his Government, which was in 1078 be- 
fore Chriſt, And as for what S. Paul ſays, 
that Samuel and Saul govern'd Iſrael 40 Years, 
that is very exact: For under Samuel s Name 
his two Sons are alſo comprehended, together 
with the two Years of the Reign of Saul. 
David ſucceeded Saul in 1060 before Chriſt, 
Samuel having been dead the Year before 
Now Kos the firſt of Sammel on the 
| Year 1100 before Chriſt, the 40 Years finiſh 
exactly at 1060. before Chriſt. 

Theſe things being thus ſolidly proved 
all Mr, Mhbiſtons Conjectures and Propoſition 
vaniſh away into Smoak. There were no 
eight High Prieſts of the Race of * 
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by Eli. There could be no two Abjathars. 
And all the other Diſcoveries which Mr. Mi- 
ſton ad vanceth with ſuch Aſſurance, are equal- 
1 If groundleſs, | 
I. Mr. Whiſton's Notion that Ahimelech, 

who was ſlain by Saul with 84 Prieſts, was 
not an High Prieſt; is contrary to what Jo- 
8 ſep bas and all Commentators after him have 
of ferred, 2. His Suppoſition that Abrathar, 
Ahimelech's Son, who fled to Dav'd after the 
Death of his Father, was never High Pricſt, 
is utterly falſe, by the Conſent of J-ſephus, | 
and all Commentators, as well Chri iians as 
Jews. When he aſſerts that Abimelech and 
Abiathar his Son, being only called Prieſts, 
can neither of them have been High Prieſt ; 

this only ſhews him not to underſtand the | 
Style of the Scripture, As for what he affirms, 
that the Urime was with Saul after that Abia- 
thar fled to David on the Death of Ahimelech 
his Father; that's true, it by the Ephod 
which Abiathar carried from Nob, that Ephod 
be meant which was made by Mes, and 
which was put on Haron. But then he muſt 
corey be told, that Saul having taken away the 
0 che High Prieſts Life, and ſubſtitured another in 
i 0 his place, another Ephod was alſo made, by 
Ho which Saul might 4 — God? Does not e- 
very body know, that none but the High 
Prieſt might enter into the Holy Place on the 
Day of Atonement; and yet that Right was 
transferred to another, if the High Prieſt hap- 
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hriſt, 


oved, 
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which we read in 1 Sm. xxiii. 9, 10. and xxx. 
7, 8. was only. . ſacred Garment, which Da- 


and not by the Miniſtry of. Abiat har. becauſe: 
was faſten'd. But onhappily for Mr. Whiftort, 
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pen d to be unclean on the Eve of the Hay 
of Expiation, as the Jews obſerve in, that 
Treaty of the Miſhna Which is called Foxes, 
or The Day of Expiations. I know very. well, 
that Mr. Whijton Jays, that the Ephod ;of 


vid put on in order to conſul God himſelf, 
it was different from that to which the Urim 
Foſephus did not underſtand: the. Piſtinctioni 


Mr. Whiſton has found out contrary to the: 
Style of the. Scri ptures. Nor did he nor: his 


1 rs know. or ſo much as ſuſpect, bat 


Vhifton tells us is ſaid of Abimeleeh, That: 
10 had the Care of the holy things at Nah, 
which did r ather deſcribe. him as the Chief 
of A Brig ade 51 reſts who, bear the renn 


4 . 4 . 


her not cb nde this very lr — 
the 'Succeflion of the Prieſts. of the Race of 
Eli, according as he has now finſt found out 
and ſettled it? He wonders indeed that Com- 
mentators had never taken notice-of. that Ge- 
nealogy which he thinks is ſo plainly laid 
down 2 Sam. xiv. 3. and from whence he al- 


ſo thinks it ente clearly, that Abiathar I. 


Was t the n Prieſt toward the End of Sariig 
Reign, 


„ we kits nd wp =p fn bak > of Yanks wp of hniy bog ey by Hy 


tbe Authority aof the Bodk f Samuel. He 
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Reign, when David eat the Shew-bready aj 


not Ahimelech, the Son of Ahitub, who was 


only the Uncle of Abiat har I. But tte wi A 
ſo give us leave to wonder, that in ſo leat- 
ned an Age a8 this, he ſhoot dare to publili 
ſuch groniidlefs Imagination. He thinks it 
very unre#ſonable:to-charge Saul with 
ting the High Prieſt to Dach- / But in that H. 
judges. differently from all the! antient Jews} 
who made ho Difficulty: of delievingdt: Hor 


ſuppoſes thdt che High Priefvi was with Sau & 
lhe before-he cu Hd the Witth at Eullor 5 
that id to fa tWw Days before hid 'Deacti's 

this he thinks aptain hom Sl xing. 


And that it: would bs contraypy rte the P 


phecy: Ni pa al Fawily off BY! £6449! I. 
31% 32, | rn poſe” Bai Abba, wh 
followed: Duvzel was) High Pricft!'beeduſe\he- | 
nitiſt Have bethi 95 Veärb gd in the time f 
Solbmum, w RO tepofed hitn. Fot he flights 
tho Objetion fröm x Kings II. 26. Werd 
Abiathar id faid to be the Hig {1 Prieſt, having“ 
before afferted; "that the Bruker there meta 
tioned was atlötller Abit hr; br another f, 
the fate Name Who had been afflided with 
David. Laſtly, He pretends that the Liſt He 
has made of the High prieſts of the Houfe- 
of Eli, ſhews the Aecompliſhment of the Pro- 
phecy againſt the Houſe of Eli by the quick 
Returns in the Succeſſion of his Deſcendants" 
one to the other; and that it anſwers all he 
2 that can be raiſed, I 
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1 ſhould very willingly leave Mr. . Wh:ſtor 
to enjoy the Satisfaction of theſe notable Diſ- 
coveries without Moleſtation, if the Truth 
of the Scripture were not concerned in the 
Matter. I take no notice of the Ignorance 
with which he chargeth all the Commenta- 
tors, ne Jews or Chriſtians, Antients or- 
Moderns. If we may believe him, he is the 
only Perſon by whom the Truth could be 
drawn out of the Well wherein ſhe had lain 
fo long. Happy Man. who could diſcover: 
thoſe things which no body could ever find 
out before him! But ſetting Raillery apart, I 
affirm, that Mr. Whiſtor bas advanced no- 
thing but Falſities, and ſuch as muſt appear: 
evidently ſo too, if it be true that Abimelech, 
of whom mention is made in the Hiſtory, of 
Nob. was the High Prieſt who was killed by 
Saul's Command; and that, Abiathar, who 
fled from Neb to Devid, was High Prieſt till 
the Beginning of Solomon's Reign, who de- 
ſed him. I aſſert that there were not two 
Prieſts named Abiathar, one of whom was 
the Son of 4hijab, who- gave David the 
Shewbread, and the other the Son of Abime- 
lech who was depoſed by Solomon. I affirm, 
That the Liſt of the Prieſts of the Race of Bl. 
which Mr. Whiſtpn has given us, is a pure In- 
vention of his own, without any Foundati- 
on. For all the Paradoxes, which he hath 
ſo boldly advanced, are owing to his Igno- 
rance of the Holy Scripture, _—_ of the Jewih 
| Cuſtoms, 
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Cuſtoms, and of Sacred Chronology, which 


he. has miſerably confounded. 
I muſt not omit that which is of the ene 


Conſequence i in this Matter; I mean, how the 


Prophecy in 1 Sam. Il. 31, 32, 33. was fulfil. 
led unto the time of Solomon who' was ee, ö 
Abiathar the laſt Succeſſor of Eli, and p 


Zadoc in his place, who was of the Race bof 


Eleazar., Mr. Whiſton imagines that the Pro- 
phecy muſt prove falſe if it be apply d to 
Abiatbar, who fled to David after the Death 
of his Father 4himelech, becauſe Abiathar 
muſt have been then above 80 Tears old 
when he was depoſed by Solonion. Sumuel's. 

Words are, that none of Elis Race ſhould 
ever be Zalen, that is, according to the Style 
of the Scripture, ſhould never paſs.the Age of 
60 Years, The Jews have a Rule in their 
Miſna concerning that Word Zachen, the 
Chaldee Siv anſwers. to it, and fi enifies an 
Old- nan. I ſuppoſe. after what I have al- 
ready made out on that Head, that Abiat har 
was the laſt High Prieſt of the Race of Eli: 
He was depoſed in the firſt Year of Solomon, 
3.e 477 Years after the Peoples going out of 
Egypt. If he was then 8o Years old, as Mr. 


Whiſfton ſuppoſes, the Prophecy of Samuel was 


falſe ; for he allows 40 Years for the Reign of 

Seal, in the firſt of which Abiathar fled, af. 

ter the Death of his Father: and 40 Years to 

that of David, which make 80 Years, and 

ve maſt ſuppoſe that he was 1 5 or 16 =_ 
> Þ 
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old when he fled, and-(& the Abſurdity of 
Mr. Whiſton's Account is eaſily : difcowet'd > 
But if, on the contrary, Saul did not rein 
40, but 2 Tears only, all things are ſafe, and 
it will be eafy to, prove te Aocomplithment 
of the Prophecy ; for then Abiatbar could 
not have lived .bove 5508 + Years at moſt. 
Mr. Whiſton knows very well; that Si 
we rex}:.r Sam xxii. 7. Ir Atrthe Commentaq 
tors underſtand by the Ebhonot a. inch 
Garment, which:ia Levite, às Sammel, nnglie 
have worn, it the hobhy HE iD whithithe 
PeQarat, was juin d which contamd the Vr 
and Thummin : und ſo the Greek Inter ptete md 
tranſlate: the place Hoſea iii; 4. \&vav icon har? 
fine Ephod. It is plain that when David 
commands ' hitns to take tHe -Ejhod, B 
xxiii. 6. he commands him to put on vt 
Robes of the High Prieſt;ito conſult Gdd fp 
him. But Mr. M biſton tells us, on the 
trary, that David, and not Abiu har, put on 
the Garment called the Ephod, to enquire of 
the Lord. I know that Dr. Spencer thoughs 
that Sum conſulted God himſelf, withom the 
Miniſtry of the High Prieſt, according td 
x Sam. xxviii. 6. But that Netion, in Which 
he followed Cuntus, is contrary to the 
Scripture. -.. As for Mr. Mbiſton's Opinion, it is 
a groundleſs Imagination 3 for Dæuid, tho 
he was a Prophet, had no Right to enquire 
of God with a Linen Ephod: and tho" we 


ſhould 
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feind conſider him 2s already conſcerated' a 
King by Samuel, yet that would give him no 
Right to break tile expreſs Law of God, by 
zuttigg on an Ephod, and enquiring of him; 
whether that Epbed were a common one, or 
the Ephod of the High Prieſt. If Mr. Mhiſton 
ſbauld ask, Whether we pretend that Abi. 
thar was of Age to exerciſe the Prieſts Office, 
as:for inſtance, to put on the Ephod 2 We 
may-anſwer' with the Jews, that the Preſence 
of the High Prieſt, tho under Age, authori- 
zd any Prieſt to perform any part of the 
Prieſtly Office in his Name; and ſo, any o- 
ther Prieſt among thoſe who were with Da- 
vid! might put on the Ephyd, and enquire of 
God for David. As for that Place where we 
read that God did not anſwer Saul, neither 
by Dreams, nor by the Urim, 1 own it does 
not fuppoſe that Saul ſent to Abiathar to en- 
quire of God for him, as R. David Kimchi 
thought: But I affirm, That as there is men- 
tion made of the three ordinary ways of gi- 
ving Anſwers to ſuch Queſtions, 1. By thoſe 
who had Dreams; 2. By the Voice of the 
High Prieſt, whoſe Abſence in ſuch a Caſe 
being conſtrued a Rebellion, we cannot doubt 
but that Saul ſubſtituted another High Prieſt 
in his place out of thoſe who remain'd with 
him, becauſe no other bat the High Prieſt 
might put on the Sacerdotal Ephod ; 3. By 
the Voice of the Prophets; for it's a palpable 
\bſurdity to ſuppoſe that after the Flight of 
1:36 K Abiathar, 
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1 [ 62 ] 
Abiathar, who had carry'd away the Ephod 
which belonged to him as High Prieſt after 
the Death of his Father, Saul did not cauſe 
another to be made according to the Deſcri- 
ption which God gave of it in his Law, Exod, 
xxviii. And ſo it will be true, nevertheleſs, 
that the High Prieſt whom Saul ſubſtituted 
would have had no Anſwer by wearing that 
Ephod when he conſulted God for Saul. 
Don't we find that Jeroboam, after his Sepa- 
ration from the two Tribes, made another new 
Ephod, to which Hoſea without doubt alludes 
Chap. iii. 4. For he ſpeaks only of the King- 
dom of the ten Tribes. Befides, don't we all 
know that Saul was a wicked Man, who 
thought he might do whatever he pleas d; 
and that therefore he was a likely Man e- 
nough to ſet up a new Prieſt, and make uſe 
of a new Ephod, in a caſe of ſuch Conſe- 
quence as when he was in the utmoſt Dan- 
ger? 115 
From the things I have been repreſenting, 
it appears plainly, that Ahimelech was the 
High Prieſt who gave David the Shewbread, 
and that it's very probable, as R. S. Jarchi 
obſerves, that he enquired of God for David: 
for David had told him, that he was going 
about an important Affair for the King's Ser- 
vice. 2. It is plain that Abiathar, Ahimelechs 
Son, who fled to David, and carry d with 
him the Ephod to which the Vrim was fa- 
ſten'd, was High Prieſt aiter the _ 
at el. 


. 
Father. From whence it follows, that Jeſus 39 
Chriſt ſpoke of Abiat har as the High Prieſt 1 
who gave David the Shewbread; and that 1 
he mention'd his Name becauſe it was more T8 
famous than that of his Father Abimelech, = 
whom Saul ſlew with the reſt of the Prieſts at 
Nob the firſt Year of his Reign. And 3. That 

when Mr. Mbiſton denies that Jeſis Chriſt 

ſpeaks of Abiathar who followed David, he 
ſhews plainly. how little he is acquainted with 
the Jewiſh Cuſtoms, and how careleſs he has = i} 
been of examining their Commentators. Theſe _ e 
little Criticiſms concerning the Differences 3408 
between the Ephod and the Orim, are ſo weak Bk 
and empty, that any Man who underſtood 

the Jewiſh Cuſtoms would be aſham'd of them. 
4. That by a Chronology, contrary to that 

of the Scriptures, he has made a ſhift to con- 

found himſelf, and give the Chriſtians a great 
deal of Trouble, about a Point which the 
very Jews have ſettled much better than he 

has been able to do with all his Study. 
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F nothing elſe was requiſite in a Writer to 
anſwer Objections of moment, but to be 
very Diligent, certainly Mr. Mhiſton wou'd 
carry the Prize from any other Author, 
for the Reply he publiſhed to my Remarks, came 
out few Days after them, as if he wanted not 
much Time to. ſatisfie the World as to my Ob- 
jections: But let us ſee whether he has in rea- 
lity anſwered them in ſo ſhort a time; for the 
old Saying is, ſat cito, ſe ſat bene... 

He pretends I have tranſgreſſed the Rules of 
Humanity and of Chriſtian Friendſhip, in pub- 
lihing my Remarks at a time, when his Writings 
were before the Convocation. What a Com- 
plaint is this? He gave his Hiſtorical Preface in 
MS. to be peruſed by 8 of his Friends, and 

- N one 


[66] 
one of them told me, how he reflected on my oft 
Anſwer to Dr. Payne. A while after he pub- N M: 
lifhed that Hiſtorical Preface, wherein he lays Ii <5 
to my charge, plus quam innuendo, that I had Gh 
given him an occaſion of calling in queſtion the 
the Divinity of the Holy Ghoſt, Alter this He! 
was not I neceſſarily obliged to purge my ſelf I Mz 
from"ſach an Imputation? 1 leave himſelf to But 
judge of it. This was a very material Point, dot 
from which, had I not cleared my ſelf, I ſhould I the 
have creſpaſſed againſt the Duties of a Chriſtian the 
and of a Divine. The other Articles I touched Ih 
upon in my Remarks, except the Arian Do- (Fr: 
drine, are of that nature that I am ſure the Ithe 
Convocation now ſitting would hardly have ta- £7 
ken notice of them; but I thought fit to mark De. 
them ut, that the Reader miglit take care not of 
to he impoſed: on by the ſtrange Confidence Iſan 
with which Mr; Whiſtor propoſes them. 2 
Mr. _— asks me, upon my Anſwer to the Ne 
late Dr. Pꝛyne Oueſtion, Whether I can produce 
any — of the Invocation of the Holy 
Ghofti in the private Prayers, for the 3 firſt 
Centuries. What a Queſtion is this? If I an- 
fwer; that the Forms of Prayer the Chriſtians 
made uſe of in ptivate were the ſame that were 
uſed in publick 3 I do'nt doubt, but he'll con- 
clude; that the praying to the Holy Ghoſt was 
emheard of, as well in the Private, as in the 
Publick Prayers of Chriſtians, becauſe they did 
not immediately direct their Prayers to the Ho- 
uy Ghoſt, If 1 ſay that the Chriſtian Martyrs 
S910 often 


1 
often prayed to Jeſus Chriſt at the time of their 
Martyrdom, of which there are ſeveral Inſtan- 
ces, concluding with the Father and the Holy 
Ghoſt, becauſe they were accuſed by the Hea- 


neither admit of this Anſwer, tho' the very 
Martyrs owned they called upon but one God. 
But, for the edifying others I will anſwer, that 
doubtleſs the Primitive Chriſtians prayed to 
the Holy Ghoſt as well as to the Son, ſigce 
they offered Praiſes and Thankſgivings to the 
whole Trinity; for when they directed their 
Prayers to God, they generally concluded i in 
theſe words, ſpeaking of Jeſus Chriſt, Qui te- 
eum vivit 2 regnat in Onitate Spiritus Sancti 
Deus. And as they were baptized in the Faith 
of the Irinity, did they not believe in the 
ſame Gdꝰ 

We ſee st. Pylyeary lifting up his Eyes to Hear 
5 ven, ſay ing, before the Fire was kindled. 
ce Martyr. p. 33. Deus Angelorum, Deus Nen 
angelorum, reſurrectio noſtra, ſolutio pecca- 
ti. Rector Elementorum omnium & totius ha- 
* bitaculi, omne juſtorum genus qui in con- 
ſpectu tuo virunt protegens: te benedico ti- 
* bi e qui me dignum hac paſſione 
duxiſti, ut percipiam partem coronamque 
Martyrii, initium Calicis, per Jeſum Chri- 


did ſacrificio iſtius diet, promiſſa tuæ veritatis 
Ho- | 2ccipiam. Ob hanc rem te benedico in om- 
tyrs nibus & glorior, per æternum Pontificem 


8e 
ten E 2 Omni 


then of believing in a Man crucify d; he will 


* ſtum in unitate Spiritus Sancti, ut completo | 


[68] 

* Omnipotentem Jeſum Chriſtum : per quem 
tibi & cum ipſo & cum Spiritu Sancto gloria 
nunc & in futurum in ſæcula ſæculorum. A- 
* men. We read in the Paſſion of St. Saturni- 
nus Biſhop of Tholouſe, That he acknowledged 
bur one only God, p. 111. Unum & verum 

Deum novi: huic laudis hoſtias immolabo. 

Deos veſtros Dæmones ſcio, quos incaſſum 

non tam hoſtiis pecudum, quam animarum 
* veſtrarum mortibus honoratis. We find 
Maximus a Martyr in Aſia, in the Year 245, of 
the ſame Opinion, p. 145. Proconſul dixit: 

* Sacrifica ergo Diis: Maximus reſpondit: E- 
go non ſacrificabo niſi ſoli Deo, cui ab ine- 
” unte xtate ſacrificaſſe congratulor ; and lower 
in the Page, © Et fic raptus eſt athleta Chriſti a 
* Miniſtris Diaboli, gratias agens Deo & Pa- 
tri per Jeſum Chriſtum filium ejus, qui eum 
dignum, judicavit certando Diabolum ſupe- 
* rare; ductuſque foras muros, lapidibus he 
© reddidit Spiritum. 

We read of 4 Martyrs * Decius ſpeaking 
theſe words, p. 147. Oportet ergo me magis 
Deo vivo & vero, Regi ſægulorum omnium 
* Chriſto, facrificium offerre Orationis, Preca- 

* tions, Compunctionis & Laudis. We alſo 
85 of the Courage of one of them in the 
ſame Page. Conflans vero af pectu & ridens 
de ejus ſtultitia, conſpiciens in cœlum, ait, Ti- 
bi ago gratias, Domine Jeſu Chriſte, qui mi- 
« hi hanc tolerantiam dare dignatus es ad vin- 

* ceadum nequiſſimum Tyrannum. 
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We read that St. Epipodius broke out into 
theſe words in the very midſt of his Torments, 
p. 65. Chriſtum cum Patre ac Spiritu Santo 
Deum eſſe confiteor, dignumqʒ eſt ut illi ani- 
mam meam refundam, qui mihi & Creator 
* eſt & Redemptor. I confeſs that Chriſt, with 
the Father and the Holy Spirit, is God; and 
it is fit that I ſhould give back my Soul to 
him who is my Creator and Redeemer. 
Behold the Author of St. Symphorianw's Life 
concluding his Acts in theſe words, p. 73. 
* Denique per eum nobis apud Dominum je- 
* ſum Chriſtum evidens miſericordiæ panditur 
* via: ut in omnium votorum plenitudinem 
* fœlix aperitur ingreſſus, præſtante Domino 
* noſtro Jeſu Chriſto qui eſt vita omnium fine 
fine Sanctorum & regnat cum Patre in unitate 
* Spiritus Sancti Deus, per omnia ſæcula ſæcu- 


cc 


* lorum. Amen. | 


I would not have Mr. Vhiſton think tha 
thoſe were particular Perſons who behaved 
themſelves thus, whilſt other Perſons made 
their Prayers in quite a different form: For it - 
is certain, that the Primitive Chriſtians offered 
to God, no other Sacrifices than their Prayers, 
Praiſes and Thankſgivings; and here we ſee 
how and to whom they directed their Prayers. 
Clem. Alex. L. 3. ped. c. 12. p. 195. Quod 
ergo reſtat in tali Verbi celebratione, Ver- 
* bum orabimus, Placere tuis Pædagoge pu- 
eris, Pater, auriga Iſrael, Fili & Pater, unum 
ambo Domine. Da nobis qui tua ſequimur 

| ** przcepta, 
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præcepta, ut impleamus ſimilitudinem Imagi- 
nis. & pro viribus ſentiamus bonum Deum 
* & Judicem non acerbum: præſtaq; ut omnes 
qui in tua pace verſamur, ut in tuam ctvitatem 
transferamur, cum undas peccati abſq; fluc- 
* tibus tranaverimus, tranquilli in Spiritu San- 
* &o conveniamus & ineffabili ſapientia nou 
& interdia ad perfectum uſq; diem laudantes 
gratias agamus, laudemus unum Patrem & Filt- 
* um: Filium inquam Pædagogum & Magiſtrum, 
una cum Spiritu Sano, qui unus eſt omnia, 
in quo omnia, per quem omnia unum, per 
ägquem eſt quod ſemper eſt, cujus membra om- 
nes, cujus ſunt gloria & ſæcula, qui eſt, un- 
* diquaq; bonus, undiquaq; pulcher, undiquaq; 
** ſapiens, undiquaq; juſtus, cui gloria nunc & 
* 1n ſxcula ſæculorum. Amen. n 
We read of the Martyrs of Scillita towards 
the Year 200, giving thanks to God, and 
the Acts bear theſe words, p. 78. His 
dictis ducti ſunt, & flexis genibus unanimi- 
ter, cum iterum gratias Chriſto agerent, trun- 
cata ſunt ſingulorum capita. Conſummati 
** ſunt Chriſti Marty res menſe Julio, die 177. & 
** Intercedunt pro nobis ad Dominum Jeſum 
fChriſtum chi Honor & Gloria cum Patre & 


ce 
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I Spiritu Sando, in Sæcula Sæculorum. Amen. 
We read in the Acts of Perpetua and Flici- 
tas this Concluſion, “ O Fortiſſimi ac Beatiſſimi 
Martyres! O vere vocati & electi in gloriam 
u Dei noſtri Jefas Chriſti quam qui magnificat 
*:8 honorificat & adorat, uti; & hæc non 
RL) 5 . minus 
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minus veteribus exempla in xdificationem 
4 legere debet, ut novæ queqpe vir- 
* tutes, unum & eundem Spiritum Sanctum uſqʒ 


6 


ad huc: operari teſtificentur & Omnipotentem 
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Deum Patrem & Filium £345, Dominum no- 
* {trum Jeſum Chriſtum, cui eſt. claritas qt im- 
* men(a poteſtas in Sæcula Sæculorum. Ames. 
We Gold i in the Acts of Theodlotus of Ancyra, 
that he directs his Prayers to Jeſus Chriſt ou: 


Here are Origens own words in his Pręatiſe 
ITze} . Edit. Oxon. 168 6. p. 134. & Serif h. 
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ovwuureuirs, In the Beginning, or Preface 

of our Prayers, we are to uſe a Doxology, 
* aſcribing Glory and Praiſe with and by 
* Chriſt in the Holy Spirit. Et Pag. 135. 
Kai 6 dn Thy £241 cl; S001 ©: Az 
; Xe a 4 [Ivey ual * 4 TRUE), And 
after all, (or, in all our Prayers) we are to 
conclude with a Doxology to God br Chriſt 
in the Holy Spirit. | 

We: find. at — time of Diocleſtan, St. ee 
pius a Martyr in Paleſtina, making this Confeſ- 
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ſion, and abſolutely. denying the Plurality of 


Gods, p. 373. At illi magna voce non eſſe 
bs © deos multos, ſed, unum factorem omnium o- 
pificemque teſtatus eſt. Pup 

Here is St, Vincent a \Spaniſb Deans Con- 
feſſion in the Fear 304. p. 392. Dominum 
3 enim Chriſtum corfiteor, filium altiſſimi Pa- 
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tris, unici-unicum, ipſum cum Patre & spiri- 
tu Sancto unum ſolum Deum efle profiteor. 
* I confeſs Chriſt is Lord, the only Son of the 
only God and Father moſt High. I profeſs 
that he, with the Father and the Holy Spirit, 
is the one only God. 

Here are the words of St. Euplius the Dea- 
con and Martyr at a City in Sicily, p. 439. 
_ < Evuplius dixit, Patrem & Filium & Spiritum 
* Sanctum adoro, Sanctam Trinitatem adoro, 


4 


Co 


N 


non fecerunt cœlum & terram, & quæ in eis, 


cc 
© 
cc 


dore the Father, Son and Holy Spirit. I a- 
dore the Holy Trinity, beſides which there 
is no God, Let the Gods periſh which did 


60 
6c 
Cc 


an. And read in p. 440. Euplius dixit, 


< Sacrificabo modo Chriſto Deo me ipſum: 


cc 


„ naris. Chriſtianus ſum. 
Here is the Prayer of St. Afra, who ſuffered 


Martyrdom at 4usburgh, p. 502. Gratias tibi 


ago Domine Jeſa Chriſte, qui me dignatus 
es hoſtiam habere pro nomine tuo, qui pro 

toto mundo folus hoſtia oblatus es in cruce, 
+ juſtus pro injuſtis, bonus pro malis, benedi- 


* 


qui cum Patre & Spiritu Sancto vivis & reg- 
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* przter quam non eſt Deus. Pereant Dii qui 


* ſunt. Chriſtianus ſum. Euplius ſaid, I a- 


not make the Heavens and the Earth, and 
the things that are therein. I am a Chriſti- 


quid ultra faciam non habeo. Fruſtra co- 


ctus pro maledictis, mundus à peccato, pro 
*5 peccatoribus univerſis, tibi offero ſacrificium, 


nas Deus in 1 Sæculorum, Amen: & 


[73] 1 
hæc dicens, emiſit Spiritum. I give thee 
thanks, O Lord Jeſus Chriſt, who haſt gi- 
ven me the Honour to be a Sacrifice for th 
Name, . who only waſt offer'd a Sacrifice for 
the whole World on the Croſs, the Juſt for 
the Unjuſt, the Good for the Wicked, the Bleſ- 
ſed for the Accurſed, pure thy ſelf from Sin for 
all Sinners: I offer my ſelf a Sacrifice to thee, 
who liveſt and reigneſt God with the Father 
and the Holy Spirit for evermore. Amen. = 
We ſee that at that time they did not joyn 
ie Holy Ghoſt as a Creature in the Trinity of 
he Divine Nature; here are St. Ferreolus's words, 
510, Ille potius reus eſt qui divinitati de- 

trahit, qui inſenſibilia & caduca veneratur. 

Ego Creatorem, non Creaturam adoro. Deum 

non in manufactis quzrendum ipſe loquitur 

qui cuncta formavit; cujus teſtes ſunt cœ- 

I lum, terra & quzcunq; vel deorſum jacent, 

vel deſuper fulgent. Omnia iſta illi ſerviunt, 
quæ propter nos creans in omnibus Deus pro- 
futura nobis, non dominatura conſtituit. Vos 

I potius recte ordinata perturbatis, præponen- 

| do temporalia æternis, mortua viventibus, 

) ſcientibus bruta, mendacium veritati : & 

) 


propterea in ſuperbia lapſi, atque in perpe- 
„ tuum damnati eſtis, cum ſpiritibus malignis. 
- Deus vero qui Univerſorum Dominus eſt, & 
A zternus imperator, dedit ſervis ſuis per Jeſum 


Chriſtum filium ſuum fiduciam moriendi. 
per quam donat nobis reſurgendi ſpem, ut ad 
amplioris vitæ incrementa, præſentis vitæ de- 
1 1 - trimenta | 
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ä 
trimenta nobis profutura credamus. He i A 
rather guilty who detracts from the Deity 


ec 
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and worſhips inſenſihle and periſhing thing 
J adore the Creator, not. the Creature. 

«* who made all things declares, that we ar 
not to look for God among the things ;whid 
* are made with Hands. To this Divinity tt 
© Heavens and Earth, and all things. that.: 
| © ther lie below, or ſhine above, are Watne 
* ſes: all thoſe things ſerve him, and he mat 
them all, every-where, for our uſe and ſe 
vice, not to be ſerved by us. Tis you ther 
* fore who diſturb the wiſe Order that hy 
been ſettled, by preferring Temporal Thin 
before ternal, the Dead to the Living,. 
* Lye to the Truth, and by ſetting the. Bru; 

Creation above the Reafonable ; and , beinſſ<: 

too proud to quit your Error, you are co. 
“ demned for ever with the Wicked Spiri. 
But God, who is the Lord of all, and the H. 
„ ternal Ruler, has given to his Servants, H. 

Jeſus Chriſt his Son, . the. firmneſs. to die . 
the hopes of riſing to a more durable Li 

by the loſs of that which they. lay down. 
I ſhould never have done, were I to gath: 
all the Proofs that demonſtrate that the Chri 
ans of the 3 firſt Centuries conſtantly dire 
the ſame Prayers to the Holy Ghoſt, and glor 
fied him together with the Father and the 80 
I do not bring him Quotations from the W. 
tings of Athanaſius, or of Bafil, or of Amp 
lochius to convince him; but the Authar p. 


La 


T1 
Apoſtolical Conftitations, which is of more force 
with Mr. Whifton' than all Antiquity beſide, 
ends thus the laſt Chap. of his 8 Book, p. 5 10. 
* Deus autem qui ſolus eſt ingenitus, & Uni- 
N verſorum Creator, vos omnes vinculo pacis 
in Spiritu Sancto copulabit, confummabir in 
* omne opus bonum; immutabiles & crimine 
a liberos, & vita zterna nobiſcumdignabitur per 
de Mediatorem dilectum Filium faum Jeſum 
Chriſtum Deutn, falvatorem noſtrum, eum 


L* Spiritu Sancto Paracleto nunc & in Sæcula Sæ- 
“ culorum. Amen. But God who alone is un- 
J begotten, and created all things, ſhall joyn 
* you all in the Bond of Peace in the Holy 
“Spirit, and ſhall finiſh every good Work in 
* you, and ſhall vouchſafe to receive you, be- 
J ing immutable, and without any Sin, into 
© Eternal Life, by, the Mediator, his beloved 
* Son Jeſus Chriſt; who is God and our Saviour, 
with whom be Glory to the God over all 
and the Father, in the Holy Spirit the Com- 
J forter, now and to Eternal Ages. Aen. 


Ihim an Author of the Chriſtian Church, but he- 
cauſe he thought he ought to follow the Doxo- 


the eaſier impoſe on thoſe he deſigned to de- 
may aſſure him, that when I quoted the Acts 


of the Martyrs, I quoted only thoſe that were 
look d upon by the learnedſt Men, both Prote- 


quo gloria ipfi ſuper omnia Deo, & Patri in 


l do not quote the Author becauſe 1 believe 


logy that was uſed by Chriſtians, that he might 
ceive by this Suppoſition. But laſtly, Mr. Whsſtore 
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. 
ſtants and Papiſts, to be true, and which are 
entirely different from thoſe the following Ages 
have publiſhed long time after the Suffering 
of the Martyrs, and which a judicious Reader 
may eaſily diſtinguiſh, in only the reading of 
ſome few Lines. 5 
After this Anſwer, which I hope will ſatisfic 
Mr. Wh:ſtox's Queſtion, come we now to the 
manner how he ſolves the Objection I made 
him on his diſptacing the 1. Verſe of Ezetzel's 
firſt Chapter, to put it at the Head of the 
r. 5 
The Sum of what I offer d to Mr. Whi/toz's 
Conſideration on his removing the firſt Verſe} 
of the firſt Chapter of Ezekiel, and prefixing it 
to the XXX Chapter, was to this purpoſe. 
I told him, that the bare reading of the two 
firſt Verſes of Ezeł. Ch. 1. was ſufkcient to con- 
vince any Man, that in v. 1. the Prophet gives 
us the Date of the Time from which he began 
firſt to propheſy, by joining the 30" Year which 
he mentions, to the fifth of the Captivity of 
Jehoiakim or Fecanias ;, and that ſo the 30˙ Year 
could not mean a term of Years then to run 
out, as Mr. Whiſton ſuppoſed by his removing 
it from Ch. I. to Ch. XXX. but a term of Years 
already paſt, the laſt of which fell on the fifth 
Year of the Captivity of Jeconias, from which 
he dated his Prophecies. I added, that no Com- 
mentators either among the Fews or Chriſti aus, 
explain d that place as he did, tho' there were 
greatDifferences among them about the begin- 
ning 
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ning of theſe 30 Years : Some, as the Jews for 


inſtance, ſuppoſing that he meant the 300 Year 
of the Jubilee, which they fix on the 19% of 


7ofrah : Others, that he counted from the firſt 
Year of the Father of Nebuchadnezzar ; and o- 


thers, that he meant the 30 Year of his own 


Age, which fell in with the fifth Year of the 
Captivity ; and this is the true Senſe of the 


place, and is receivd by Origen and the beſt 


Commentators. I ſhew'd him farther, that 


this was ſo certain, that, ſuppoſing with him, 


that thoſe 30 Years were to run out from the 
publiſhing of that Prophecy to the deſtruction 
of Egypt, it would follow, that the Prophecy 


was publiſhed above 4 Years after that Land 


was actually deſtroy d; which expoſed the Sa- 
cred Writer to the Banter and Ridicule of Pro- 
Iphane Minds, ſince it is plain that Ezekzel dates 


his Prophecies by the Year of the Captivity of 
Jeconias, ch. I. 2. Upon this Principle I re- 
ferr'd him to his own Chronology, according 
to which, the fifth Year of that Captivity, is 
the 595 before Chriſt, becauſe, as he ſays, af- 


ter Archbiſhop Uſber, the firſt Year of that Cap- 


tivity is the 599 before Chrilt. 
Mr. Mpiſton was in ſo much haſt to anſwer 
me, that he could not ſtay to conſult his Bible 


and Chronology : Nor does it appear from any 


thing he has ſaid, that he had made any Re- 
flections on what I had repreſented. He charges 
me with ſuppoſing that Jeconiab was carried 
Captive in 595, whereas he ſays it was in 599. 
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395 Tear before Chriſt is the fifth of the Cap 


can be but 26 Tears between 597 and 71, 


cation of it come as it ought before its accom- 
pliſhment. For the Fulffſment of it is fixed by 
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Captivity of Jeconias began in 599. So much 


yu to be poſſibly cluded, 


761 


But this is not the Point of Controverſie be- 
tween us; the Queſtion is, Whether I have not 
reduc d hits ed abſurd um, according to his own 
Chronolagy?: And to this he can never give 
any! ſolid Anſwer upon his Principles, that the 


tivity of: Jebaiakin ;" and that this is his Prin: 
eiple is plain becauſe he ſays that Nebucheanets 
— Egypt in the 3g and 36 Tears of 
his Reign, which, according to him, fall on 
thei 371, and: ꝗ /o before Chriſt ;: for, contrary 1 
to Ptolemys Canon, he makes that Prince to e. 


- have reigned. 45 Fears. 5 34 9 1 17 1000 17 1000 tic 


If I miſtook the 595" Year before Chriſt for 
the; 597 which is the true Year of the Capti- 
vity of Jeboialin, and not the 599, my Ar: 
gument loßeth nothing of vits force. fot / there / 


whereas there wants more than 30 to- ſave! the Ex 
Honour ab the Prophecy, and make the Publi- 


Mr. Mbiſton on 572 and 571, and ſo ſappaſes 
30 Tears to have run out, when there had re. 
ally run out but 25. 


Well, but ſays Mr. 2 I ſuppoſe! the 


the worſe for him, for to affirm this is expreſly 
to contradi& Ezekiel, who dated that his firſt 
Propheſy from'the fifth Year of Jeconiah's Cap- 


tivity, as is plain, ch. I. 2. The words are too 


Ko 
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New: 34 clinre to paſo, in the thirtieth Mar 16. 
be fourth Month, in the fifth Day of the Month; 0 
FI ＋ was among th Captives by the River of Chet 
& that the Hetorns were opened and TI Saw” 
roms of God. 2. In the fifth Day Ab the Month, 
hich was the | 75 Tear of King Jehoiakim's Cap- 
_ 3. The” Wort of: the Lord came, &. 

is it poſſible tö r remove the firſt Verſe 
f Chap. roa is Place, and prefix it to E 
non hip: KKX . 
rary I. "He mentions en Month and Day; the, 
2: to fear was the 300 of his Life, in the, 4¹ Month, | 
ect) nd the fifth Day of the Mont. 
for II. He ſpeaks of the Viſions he had near th 
ipt-F iver hb, and which he deſcribes, Gr. 
Ar: ie does not mention the Month in the ſecond 


here re etſe, but only the Day of the Month, which 
577, to be underſtobd of the fifth that had been 
{the tpreſs d in the preceding Verfe, and ſhews, 


I bat the 300 1 ear, of which he ſpoke, was the 
om ame with the's® of the Captivity of Jeconiat. 
d by In the 3⸗ Verſe he ex preſſes his own Character 
oſes pf {Prieſt and à Captive, and the place where 
1 re- e had his Viſiotis which he had before named, 
Hel Wn EE 
the But to remove this firſt verſe from before 
nuch Th. I. which is its natural place, to Ch. XXX. 
to offer the greateſt Violence to it that can 
de conceived : For what Viſions are there in 
h. XXX. as we find there are in Ch. I. and 
hoſe that follow. And what Connexion can 
ve make out between the Matters ſpoken of 
in 


[ 80 
io that Chapter, and the 30 Year, which canII1 
be the 30" of the Captivity, becauſe it falls ii 
with the 5* of the Captivity of Jeboialin 
which Mr. Whiſton did not think fit to diſplac 
for that Reaſon. Was it not rf Thought, 
to make the ſecond Verſe of Ezekiel the firſ 
and ſo to make the Prophet forget to mention 
the Month in which he ſaw his firſt Viſions, thoſſn: 
he never omits to expreſs it in his differentſp! 
Prophecies. See Ch. VIII, XX, XXIV, XXVIBo: 
XXIX. 1, and 17, XXXI. XXXII, XL, In 
After the reading of theſe Remarks, I believeſt! 
every conſidering Perſon will be ſenfible thatſ I 
I acted the part of a true Friend, in deſiring ſe 
Mr. Whiſton to weigh thoſe things which I off ac 
fer'd againſt his Opinion: And when he givegD 
me any Advice after the ſame manner, and ſupJas 
ports his Objections by as ſolid Proofs, I ſhallſn 
acknowledge my Obligations to him for it. Buſt! 
he muſt firſt correct his Chronology, and reit! 
concile it to the Scripture and the Canon offjir 
Ptolemy. fa 
He ſuppoſeth, after ſome great Men, thai p 
Nebuchadnezzar reigned 45 Years: But this apſſir 
pears plainly to be falſe from the Holy Scri 
pture, and from Ptolemy's Canon. He ſays 
that Nebuchadnezzar conquerd Egypt in the 3; 
and 36 Year of his Reign, which he ſuppoſett 
to have been of 45 Years, and to have begun 
in 606 of Chriſt, and ended in 561, in which 
Year he ſuppoſes the Reign of Evilmerodach o 
[lvarodam of Ptolemy to have begun. * 
c A 


: [#3 

| aſſert to be utterly falſe. Laſtly, He affirms, 
Is ii That Nebuchadnezzar did not fall into the 
kin Phrenſy deſcribed in Dan. iv. till after his 
ac Conqueſt of Egypt; a Notion which I think 
aghimoſt abſard, and hy no means to be admitted. 
Iwill here reaſſume to ſpeak to ſome of theſe 
1tionfiſeveral Heads in particular, I do not ask what 
tho neceſſity there was of dividing the ſame: Pro- 
zrentphecy againſt Egypt, dated from the 27 Tear 
of Jehoiakin's Captivity in ch. xxix. to put a 
Inew Date, to wit, 3 Years after in the 20 part of 
the Prophecy. It is clear enough the 15 v. of the 
IE Chap. ſets down the Age of the Prophet, as 
ſeveral Commentators acknowledge. What is 
added, that it was in the 4 Month, in the 5 
Day of the Month, which he ſets down, v. 2. 
| ſupJas the 5 Year of Jeconiats Captivity, ought 
naturally to have hinder'd Mr. Vhiſtons making 
Buff this Tranſpoſition. For how can he ſuppoſe 
d re that the 5* Year of Jehoiatin's Captivity can co- 
Mn offfincide with the 3o® Year after Jecoius his 

PF Tranſportation, and fo follow after Ezekie!'s 

that Prophecy, ch.xxix. which was delivered to him 
is apJin the 27" Year of Jeconiass Captivity ?. I like- 
wiſe. infiſt upon three other things Mr. Mhiſton 
in his Chronology ſuppoſes; and 1“ That the 
firſt Year of Jeconias, or Jeboiabins Captivity, 
was in the Year 599 before Chriſt, by which 
Poſition it follows that Nebuchadnezzar reign- 
Jed 45 Years, ſuppoſing he began to reign in the 
Year 606 before Chriſt, which I maintained, 
was abſolutely falſe, for the firſt Year of Nebu- 

Tron nt Fon is  thadnezzar, 
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| Nebuchadnezzar beſieged Jeruſalem in the 18 w 
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[82] | 
chadnezzar, or Nabocaleſſar, falls out in the 14.4" 
Year of the Nabonaſſarian Era, and in the 4 
Year of Jeboiabim, according to the xxv® Chap. 
Verſ. 1. of Jeremiah, who was not only a Pro- 
phet, but lived at the fame time with Nebu. 
chadnezar. And ſo the 1 Year of Nabocolaſſar I ſe 
falls out, according to Ptolemews's Canon, in the I 9 
604® Year, and not in the 606 Year before de 
Chriſt, as Mr. Whiſton ſuppoſes. The firſt Tear Y' 


of Zedekiah, Fehorakin's or Jeconiass Succeſſor I 3: 


being the 8 Year of Nebuchadnezzar, according Y 
to the 24 Book of Kings, xxiv. 12. and that /*c 
8® Year is neceſſarily the 597 Year before Chriſt 


Year of his Reign according to Jerez. Iii. 29. || ti 
which comes up to the Year 587 before Chriſt, E 
and Nebuchadnezzar took it in the ſame 10 P 
Yearof Zedekiah, or the g®* Day of the 4® Jewiſh} 5 
Month; ſo that Jeruſalem Was taken in the Year 71 
586 before Chriſt : But in the 19 Year of Ne- ir 


| buchadnezzar the Temple was burnt, on the ſe-|{t! 


venth Day of the fifth Month; as we read it ind 
the 2* Book of Kings, ch. xxv. 8, 9. whence it IP 
follows, that Nebuchadnezzar's Years. are rec- IN 
kon'd in Scripture juſt as in Ptolemæuss Canon" 
And 1. that Nebuchadnezzar began to reign in 


| the Year 4.44 of the Nabonaſſarian ra and in 


of the fourth Jewiſh Month and the ſeventh Day 
of the fifth Jewiſh Month. 2. That Jehoiabis 
was not made Priſoner in the Year 599 but in 
the Year 597 before Chriſt, 10 Years before 


the 


i 
J 
the 604" before Chriſt, between the fifth Day : 
: 
| 
: 


I . 


3 [ 33 ] 
4 the Deſtruction of Jersſalem; If there was 2 
4" I miſtake in my writing 595 for 597, Mr. Whiſton 
p. has not miſſed taking notice of it. Now this 
o- being thus laid down, I affirm, Mr. Whijtor has 
by. by no means ſolv'd the Objection. He ſuppo- 
ſar I ſes, with Archbiſhop Uſer, who alſo ſays, Ne- 
the buchadnexzar reigned 45 Years, that the King- 
ore dom of Egypt was ſubdued in the 35 and 36* 
earl Years of Nebnchadnezzar, that is to ſay, in the 
Tor 33 and 34 Years of his real Reign, or in the 
ing || Years 570 and 569 before Chriſt, for Mr. Whz- 
hat for, who will have it, that Nebuchadnezzar be- 
riſt | gan to reign in the Year 606 before Chriſt, owns 
1965 with Prolemy that he reigned no longer than 
29. till the End of the Year 562 before Chriſt; when 
riſt, | Evilmerodach ſucceeded his Father according to 
100 Prolemæus's Canon, in the beginning of the Year 
wiſſ 56 1 before Chriſt, at leaſt after tlie 11 of 74 
rear! zuary. And he pretends, that Nebuc had neg zar fell 
Ne- into a Lycanthotpy or Phrenſy, which laſted to 
> ſe. the Year 551 before Chriſt, in which Tear he 
it in died. But firſt, Mr. Mhiſton makes the Scri- 
ce it pture contradict Prolemæus s Canon, by ſaying 
rec. ¶ Nebuc had nexx ar reigned 45 Years, whereas he 
non, reigned but 42 Years and ſome Months accord- 
n inll ing to the Canon of Times; for if it be true, as 
d in Jeremiah aſſures us, That Nebachad nexzar be- 
gan to reign in the fourth Year of Jeho;akine, and 
that the beginning of his 19% Year, which re- 
gulates the beginning of the firſt Year of, his 
Reign, begins about the middle of July of the 
Year 144 of the Nabonaſſar an Account, that is 
| T 3 | to 
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to ſay, in the Year 604 before Chriſt, becauſe 
that his 19 Year-begins in the Year 162 of the 
Nabonaſſarian ra, betwixt the fifth Day of 
the fourth Jewiſh Month, which anſwered to 
the 18" Year of Nebuchadnezzar and the ſeventh 
Day of the fifth Jewiſh Month, of the ſame 
Jewiſh Year. If on the other hand Mr. Whiſton 
owns that Evilmerodach ſucceeded Nebuchadnez- 
zar in the beginning of the Year 561 before 
Chriſt, then it neceſlarily follows, that Mr. 


Whiſton has allowed, without any Reaſon, Ne- 


buchadnezzar to reign 45 Years, whereas he 
reigned but 42 and ſome Months. 241y, That 
the end of the 18 Year and the beginning of 
the 19 happened in the Year 586 before 
Chriſt, which anſwers to the Year 161 and 162 
of Ptolememns's Canon, as his 434 Year anſwers 
to the beginning of the Year 561 according to 
the ſame Canon; I cant believe any one will 
imagine that I contradict Daniel, who names 
Nebuchadnezzar King at the beginning of his 


Book, where he deſcribes the taking of Jehoia-. 


kim in the third Year of his Reign. Daniel 
doth not give him the Title of King, be- 
cauſe he was actually ſo in the third Year of 
Jehoiaſim, but becauſe writing his Book long 
after, to wit, five Years after the Deſtruction 
of the Chaldean Empire, he thought fit to ſet 
down Nebuchadnezzar as King of Chaldea to 
acquaint Poſterity, that it was he that began 
to fulfil Jeremiah s Prophecies in the third Year 
of Jehoiakimr, that it was he that ** 

| their 


. 


-oyed 
their 


their City and their Temple, and carried away 
the Fews Captives into Chaldea. adly, If we 
ſuppoſe, with Mr. Whiſton, that Nebuchadnez- 
zar ſubdued Egypt in the 35 and 36 Years of 
his Reign, it will follow, according to his Ac- 
count, that he ſubdued it in the 33 and 34 Years 
of his real Reign, to begin the Account from 
the Year 144 of the Nabonaſſarian Era, that 
is to ſay, from the Years 572 and 571 before 
Chriſt. For reckoning the 30 Years, of which 
Mr. Whiſton affirms Ezekiel - ſpeaks, from the 
taking of Fehoiakin or Jeconias, which Mr. Whi- 
ſton will have to have begun in the Year 599 
betore Chriſt, then the Propheſie ought to have 
been publiſhed in the Year 570 before Chriſt ; 
whence it evidently follows, that Ezekiel's 
Prophecy concerning the ſubduing of Egypt, 
according to Mr. Whiſton, was publiſhed one 
or two Years after the Conqueſt of Egypt by 
Nebuchadnezzar, which I had laid before him 
as a groſs Abſurdity, and which he ought to 
have blotted out of the Sermon he preached at 


Ist. Paul's. The Remark, I hinted to him, was 


not groundleſs, even according to his own 
Chronology : For ſuppoſing Mr. Whiſfton's Prin- 
ciples, who will have it, that Fehozakin's Cap- 
tivity commenced in the Year 599 before Chet, 
then Exzekiel's 30 Year will come after ene Re- 
duction of Egypt. . 3 
And further, 1 maintain, That Mr. Mhiſton 
makes a vain Conjecture, when he ſays, hat 

8 Egypt 


„ 
Eeypt was ſubdued in the 35 and 36 Years of 
Nebuchadnezzars Reign, which, according to 
bis Hypotheſis, laſted 45 Years; for it contra- 
dicts what we read of eight Years ſet down by 
Daniel, ch. iv. 26. and on, which Mr. Whiſton 
makes to begin at the 370 Year of Nebuchad- 
2eZ2ar, and to run on to his Death; whereas 
Daniel evidently ſuppoſes, that Nebuchadnez- 
zar was at Babylon twelve compleat Months be- 
fore the ſeven Years of his Lycanthorpy and 
his reſtoration to his Royal Power. If he had 


not over-look'd that place of Daniel, he would 


ne er have reckoned thoſe eight Vears after the 
36 Years of Nebuchadnezzar to his 434 Year , 
ſo that I look upon thoſe eight Years as ſpent 
before his Expedition into Egypt and not after, 
as Mr. Mhiſion, following ſome Authors, has 
fanſied. My being of that Opinion doth not 
imply that I deſpiſe the Authors Mr. Whiſtor has 
followed. but becauſe there is in Ezekiel a 
Prophecy, ch. xxix. 12, 13. which it ſeems they 
have not duely examined, tho' it fixes the De- 


ſolation of Egypt by the Chaldeans for the ſpace 


of 40 Years; vis, from the end of Nebuchad- 
mezzar's War againſt Egypt. I believe there 
are few Perſons but will do me the Juſtice to 
N e that I ated like a Friend in adviſin 
Mr. gr not to tranſpoſe the 1. Verſ. of E 
zekiel's 1* Chap. to the, beginning of the xxx 


Chap. tho' I might be guilt I miftak 
in the Calculation, . g a * inn , 


Since 


„ 
Since Mr. Whifton has thought fit to take no- 
tice of two groſs Miſtakes in Chronology, 
which he finds in my Diſſertation de Anno Na- 
tali D. N. 7. C. the one p. 46. and the other 
p. 133 and 134, I hope the World will be ſo 
juſt as to ſuffer me to explain my ſelf on thoſe 
two Points. 3 aint 5 bs 19 
In the firſt place tis asked, If I was not out 
in my Calculation, after having ſaid that St. 
John was conceiv'd fix Months before Jeſus 
Chriſt, and that ſo the meeting of the Bleſſed 


Virgin and El;zabeth, St. Jobn s Mother, hap- 


pened towards the 10 of OFober, in the Year 
4708 of the Jul. Period, I might reaſonably 
have ſaid that Jeſus Chriit was conceived the 
10 of October, and that he was born fix 
Months after, taking ſix Months for nine, or for 
280 Days, which is the time Women generally 
go: No ſure, but it Mr.. had had a little more 
Equity, he ought not to have accuſed me of a 
Miſtake which he ought to have imputed to 
my Printer's omiſſion of ſome Lines in the Co- 


py, chiefly if he had taken the trouble to read 


what I ſay, p. 52. That Jeſus Chriſt was con- 
ceived in the Month of Eloul, on which I make 
it appear that ſome of the Ancients inſiſted, 
tho' I own they were miſtaken, For Jeſus 


Chriſt muſt have been conceived about the End 
of Sivan, to be born the 10 or 11" Day of 
Niſan. I further deſire the Reader to obſerve, 
that I have mentioned theſe Accouats but ex 
hypotheſes, For 1 have proved, chat what is 

F 4 ſaid 


1881 
ſaid of Women's going with Child 280 Days, 
is entirely groundleſs, and that the Account of 
| Thamns, for our Saviour's being conceived, is a v 
Term the Ancients have followed, which lays £ A 
down, that the Bleſſed Virgin went with our th 
Saviour but ſeven Months. I might have ad- | ſz 
ded the Remarks of ſome Authors on the Longa || ot 
decem menſium faſtidia of Women. But the I th 
chief End was only to prove, that our Saviour I cc 
was born in the Spring and to leave the Time 8 
of his being conceived in uncertainty, as it I ta 
actually is; whereas the moſt part of Chrono- | ec 
logers and of Interpreters have given them- | ar 
ſelves a' great deal of trouble in fixing it, ei- uf 
ther before the end of the Ninth or before the || tt 
end of the Seventh Month, fuppoſing that the Im 
ſixth Month mentioned by St. Luke is that of ir 
St. 2 being conceived: It is ſome what hard i ti 
to be underſtood, how that the Bleſſed Virgin Ih 
who was gone to be with Elizabeth, and ſtay'd In 
with her, 47 u, Ted, ch. I. 56. was not IB 
at her lying-in, whereas St. Luke ſeems to in- Ir. 
ſinuate that ſhe was gone away before, ch. I. 56. 
And in truth what happened at St. Job's Birth 
is repreſented as coming to paſs after the Bl. 


* , 


Virgin s departure. i 

The other Error Mr. Whiſton is pleaſed to 
take notice of in publick, after having menti- 
oned it to me in private, the Origin of which 
I laid before him, and for which I thank him, 
is a true Miſtake, and on a Queſtion of the 
greateſt moment. Believing that the Chronologi- 
I IT cal 


nnn“ 


EL. 

tal Tables which were publiſhed here ſome 
time afore were very exact, I made uſe of them 
without ſtrictly examining them, relying on the 
Author's having well compared the Years of- 
the Kings of Perſia with thoſe of the Nabonaſ- 
ſarian ra, but in which he has anticipated 
one Year from the Year 228 of that Era to 
the end, which proves, according to his Ac- 
count, that Jeruſalem was taken in the Year 
918 of the Nabonaſſarian ra, whereas it was 
taken truly in the Year 817, I own follow- 
ed his Account without nicely looking into it, 
and ſo I was miſtaken in one Year, looking 
upon the 2oth Year of Artaxerxes Mnemon, 
that which is in effe& but the 19th. I hope 
my Reader will excuſe this Miſtake, which be- 
ing corrected, I maintain, that the Demonſtra- 
tion I made uſe of to prove againſt Oſher and 
his Followers, that Dariws and Artaxerxes 
mentioned by Haggai and Zechariah, and in the 
Books of Ezra and of Nehemiah, can't be Da- 
rius the I nor Artaxerxes Longimanus, but 
muſt be two others, Darius the 24 and Ar- 
taxerxes Mnemon, is unexceptionable. And 
this plainly puzzled Mr. Mhiſton, who was ve- 
ry glad to ſave his Chronological Hypotheſis 
concerning the Time of thoſe Prophets, and 
his Opinion concerning the Sabbatical Years, 
which I have attacked, by charging me with 
having made an inaccurate Calculation. . 

There's nothing ſo odd, as the manner with 
which he reflects on my ſaying that the late 

IE | Illuſtrious 


[go] 
Illuſtrious Baron Sparheim told me, my L. Arche 
biſhop of York had given Dr. Grabe Commiſ- 
fion to examine Mr. Whiſton's Eſſay on the Con- 
ſtitutions. I do really believe my L. Archbiſhop 
had ſo done, looking upon Dr. Grabe as a Per- 
ſon very able to enter upon ſuch an Examinati- 
on. And indeed, when Mr. Whiſton brought 
his MS. upon the Conſtitutions to my Houſe, he 
prayed the Perſon to whom he delivered it in 
my abſence, - that when- I. had peruſed it, 1 
would ſend it to Dr. Grabe; which I according- 
ly did 3 or 4 Days after. It ſeems Mr. Mbiſton 
judges Dr. Grabe unwilling to enter upon ſuch 
an Examination, becauſe he believes the Conſti- 
zutions to be of a greater Antiquity than they 
commonly are looked upon to be: I have no- 
thing to ſay to this Point, not knowing. Dr. 
Grabes Opinion on that matter, and ſo J pro- 

ceed to another Head, EF 
Mr. Mhiſton takes it ill that I ſhould refer 
him to Daillæus s Treatiſe de Pſeudepigraphis, 
and accuſes him of being partial as to the 
Time of the Suppoſition of the Conſtitutions ; 
he may alſo treat the Learned de ] Aubeſpine, 
Biſhop of Orleans, of having been partial 
in reſpe& to that Book. He may likewiſe 
look upon Peter de Marca, Archbiſhop of 
Paris, as partial: He may alſo charge with 
Partiality Father Chriſtianus Lupus, who follows 
Daillæuss and UOfper's Judgment on this mat- 
ter, and I know not how many Learned Men 
of the Popiſh Church. The generalicy of 
=: . Learned 


[91] 
Learned Men form the ſame Judgment of the 
Spuriouſneſs of that Book, only differing in this 


ged ſooner, and ſome later; but not one as I 


ati · Century. And indeed there have been few, 
ght who have read this Book attentively, but have 
he perceived that the 24th Chapter of the ſixth 
in BBook of the Conſtitutions, ſpeaks of the Chri- 
t, I tian Religion, as ſeated on the Throne of the 
ng · ¶ Roman Empire. | 


ſton It ſeems Mr. Whiſtor is aſhamed of Arias 


uch Iperſon, ſince he complains that I have repre- 


ſti- ſented him as one of his Followers. But I muſt 


hey ſown, he has confirmed me in that Opinion of 


no- him, by the Propoſitions he has publiſhed in 
Dr. is Appendix to his Reply, and it is my 
pro · uſtom, that I call Scapham Scapham, and I 


an't judge otherwiſe, It's true, he propoſes 


efer nis Sentiments as thoſe of the Ancient Fathers. 


bis, But we ſhall ſee how he goes about to prove 
the ſlwhat he aſſerts ſo boldly ; for hitherto I have 
2s; not ſeen any thing to convince me, that he 
ine, Ihas ſufficiently examined the Ancient Fathers, 
tial to ſpeak ſo poſitively as he doth. Does he not 


viſe Naſſert. that the Word and the Holy Ghoſt be- 
| offfliean to be, and had a beginning, and what o- 


vithlther Eſſential Character had Ariass Hereſie, be- 
low sides this Poſition concerning J. C. Erat, quan- 


mat · Ido non Erat. Mr. V. would have done well not 
Menſto have reflected upon my treating Euſabius as 


ofſſzn Arian; for was he not condemned as _— 
Ss | the 


point, that ſome will have it to have been for- 


er · can remember ſays it was forged: in the Second 
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[ 92] 
the Roman Council, under Gelaſſut, and in the 
Second Council of Nice, in 787, [own I could 
not bear Mr. Vs Declamations againſt Athana- 
ſius, in reading his Eſſay on the Apoſtolical 
Conſtitutions, not becauſe I look upon Athana- 
ſeas as an Apoſtle ; for what Proteſtant or Pa- 
piſt. believes the Fathers infallible, or any of 
them in particular? Nevertheleſs we ought to 
have ſome reſpect for thoſe ' that have gained 
a great Character in the Church. What I _ 


of Dionyſus Alexandrinus is of that kind. 


thank Mr. V. for having put me in mind My 


1 I quoted Euſebius on this Subject, tho he hath 


not quoted the Epiſtle that Athanaſizs inſert- 
ed in one of his Works, whereas I ſhould 
have quoted St. Ferom, De Scriptoribus Eccleſi. 
aſticis. Mr. Whiſton looks upon that Epiſtle of 


Dionyſius as ſuppoſititious, tho Athanaſius has 


inſerted it in one of his Works, to defend the 


ö tuudoioc, defined in the Nicene Council, the Hi- 
ſtory of which I would not enter upon, be- 
_ cauſe it would have engaged me into a greater 


Diſquiſition. I hope Mr. Whiſton will not be 
offended if I inſert at the End of this, a 
Friend's Anſwer to his fifth Queſtion about that 
Word d , and if I tell him here, that he'll 
find few Men of Learning ſo credulous as to de- 
pend on his Authority for the Forgery he pre- 
tends St. At hanaſius made of that Epiſtle. Athanaſs- 
1 muſt have had the greateſt Stock of Impudence 
and Folly imaginable, if he had dared to father 


2 piece on one of his Predeceſſors, whoſe 
| Works 


[93] 


— Works were read and known by all the learned 
ud World. Enuſebius quotes Dionyſius in his Pre» 


par. Evangel. I. 7. c. 19. as one — the famouſeſt 
ical Authors of his Time. What Mr. Mhiſton pro- 
5 poſes on the forgery of this Epiſtle is as ground- 
* eſs, as if we ſuppoſed the preſent Archbp of 
Canterbury could torge an Epiſtle of the —— 
concern in Religion and father it on Arch- 
aid biſhop Land, without any Perſon's daring to 
0 1 it: For who before Mr. Whiſton had any 
thought of that Forgery? Let him, if he plea- 
ſes, find out ſome better Anſwer to that Epiſtle 
Jof Dionyſo 7us, with which Athanaſius confounded 
the Arians and proved them to be Innovators i in 
Matters of the Faith. 
Mr. Vhiſton is in the right to charge me with 

as] ſaying he was of Mr. Medes Opinion as to the 
© [Dragon caſting out of his Month a River of 
Water to deſtroy the Church, Revel. xit. fince 
be Ihe refers it, to the overflowing of the Barbari- 
ans; own I was miſtaken in truſting too much 
Met to my Memory after five Years reading; but 

t be after all, I had done him no great harm, but 
rather an Honour, for he has quitted one of 
the cleareſt Expoſiti tions Mr. Mede ever propo- 
ſed ; neither is it his alone, for it was propoſed 
by Rupert Abbot of Duits at the End of the 
XII Century, and the Expoſition Mr. Whiſtox 
propoſes in lieu of it, overthrows the true Sy- 
ſtem of the Chapter; for if it be true, that the 
ther Devil did caſt out of his Mouth thoſe Barba- 
rous Nations repreſented under the Figure of 
Water, 
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Water, what-can be meant by the Rain of Fire 


that Repreſentation generally uſed by the Pro. 


Ing in the Eſſentials of the Doctrine, tho' they 


[94] 
and Blood, is it to ſignify Hereſies? Was not 


phets to ſignify Armies that kill and burn} 
as by Water we muſt underſtand the Doctrine; 
according to St. Ferom's Remark on Ezekiel! 
XLIII ch. 5 

Mr. Vbiſton comes off poorly, when he pre. 
tends, that what I proved by the Hiſtory of the 
Rebaptizing of Hereticks, doth not prove that 
the Conſtitutions were unheard of before the 
Nicene Council. He boldly aſſerts, we cannot 
ſhew any certain Creed. But that is impoſing 
on his Reader, for we find Forms of Creeds in 
Ireuæut and in Tertullian, all generally agreeÞe 


ſometimes differed in the Terms they were ſet 
down in: And the reaſon of admitting thoſe 
certain Forms, was the growth of Herefies. 
Mr. Whiſtor leaves our Diſpute about hi: 
Conjecture concerning two Abiathars to the 
Judgment of the Reader, and ſo do I; and ſhall 
only add, That I am not the only Perſon that 
have concluded that Saul reigned but 2 Years; 
from the reading of the Book of Samuel, San 
Fins a very learned Jeſuit, has formed the ſame 
Judgment of that matter, as I had, after ſeve 
ral other Authors, and has very well reconci 
led the Text we find Act. XIII. 20. with th 
Writings of the Old Teſtament. 
Mr. Mphiſton concludes with a Reflection on: 
Paſſage, where I affirm, that Jeſus Chriſt is a! 
e 


"14 
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dire. That is a Queſtion, which has too much 
noiſtaken up ſome Divines. Dr. Beveridge was of 
ro- Iny Opinion, as ſaith Mr. Whiſtoy, for I have 
rn Pot read his Works. But after all, the Queſti- 
nes pn may be decided in few Words and by a 
iel are Diſtinction. When we confider that the 
ather has communicated his Nature to the Son, 


pre. n that reſpe& the Son can't be r , but 


 thefknhen we conſider the Son as having the ſame 
that Nature which is Eternal, we may ſay he is au- 

theres S. ; the Word is not avriS:&, when we 
nnotpeak of him in reſpect of his Emanation. But 
ffingfhvhen we conſider him only with reſpect to his 
ds in Nature, he is avr%9:&@., as well as the Father, 


they ellarmin, tho he hated Calvin, has ſhewed 
e ſetfnore Equity in this reſpect than ſeveral Di- 
thoſe 


t hi: 
> the 
| ſhall 
1 that 
ears; 
San 
{ame 
ſeve 
conc! 


th the 


Dei ſit au νε .. De Chriſto, I. 2. c. 19. 


1 On ? 
is ay 


pree-þecauſe his Eſſence is ſelf-exiſting. Cardinal 


ines, when he handles this Queſtion, An Fili- 
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that the uſe of the word in that very fenſeſt 
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An Ax SWER 


To the Fifch Queſtion of Mr. Whiſton' 
Hiſtorical Preface. * 10. 


By what New Revelation did the Counci 


of Nice, conſecrate the word d, 
wben it had been directly rej ſected b 


the c ouncil o Antioch, fo bo fot 


, — = => my cm 8 mc 


[ 
JN Anſwer to which Enquiry it may not be 

impertinent to obſerve, that the word 5 
, was not firſt known in the Council ofs 
Antioch, and condemned as ſoon as heard, bug 


in which the Council of Nice thought fit afffl 
terwards to adopt it, ſtands — by th 
Authority of the Primitive Fathers, ore thie 

Synod at Antioch, contrary to what is ſuppoſe 
by the Queriſt; which Afſertion, if it can bf: 
juſtified, may he urged to their ſatisfaction, whe 
from Mr. Mhiſton's ſtating his Queſtion may hin 
inclined to think, that the word was then firſb' 
known in the Church. And this being premiſedÞſi 
In a more direct Reply, I ſhall firſt obſervt 
what Reaſons the Council of Antioch had fe 
ſuppreſſing (which in the Queſtion Mr. Whiſt F 
is A to term Reje@ing) the word 6wucsn:6ffe 
A 


[97]. 

And then nelly: Upon what Reaſons the 

Irathers of the Nicene Council, thou ght fie af 
terwards to adopt it into their Creed. 

„ To Eſtabliſh what was obſerved in 5 En- 
fon $ canes of this r a to be conſidered 
that Dionyſius, Biſhop of Alexandria, p 
being i — that ſome Biſhops in ibid, vel 
Pes tapolir, had receded from the Puri-. N 
nifty of the Faith, by inclining to the . 
ng. Hereſie of Sabellins, thought. himſelt obliged t to 
d bjfeppoſe that growing Evil: Accordingly he 
Gig wrote ſeveral Letters or Treatiſes in oppoſition 

to that Hereſie, and endeavoured to aſſert a 

| [Diftin&tion of Perſons in the Trinity, which 
ot bdSabellins and his Followers had denied. But 
nis Zeal carrying him too far in proving the 
cil ofSon to be a diſtinct Perſon from the Father, he 
1, buſunwarily dropped ſome Expreſſions, ( which 
fenſehhe lived afterwards to reconcile ) which were 
fit aſſthought to derogate in a great Meaſure from the 
by thignity of the Second Perſon in the Ever Bleſ- 
3re thiſed Trinity. He aſſerted not only a poſitive 
ppoſet Diſtinction of Perſons, but S . 
can bo-2», as St. Baſil obſerves in a very = 2 1 
1, whſſevere Reprehenſion of his Errors 
may bin this particular. Upon this he was accuſed 
en firſþy ſome Biſhops to Dionyſus of Rome, who 
emiſeFſummoned' him to vindicate and clear bimſelE 
bſervErom thoſe erroneous Opinions, which 
had fq;vas reported ) he had conceived of the Jed 
WhiſtqPerſon in the Trinity. In Jaſtification of bim- 
Ugo elf, the op of Alexandria writes an Ac- 

An - G count 


F 
count of his Faith, in which he declares him 

[ ſelf ſound and orthodox, and that the Accuſa- 
A tion proceeded from his Adverſaries too rigid. 
| inlilting upon ſome Expreſſions of his, which 
0 poſſibly might not be ſo well guarded, with - Ii 
4 out conſidering his other Writings. Part of his co 
1 Vindication is ſtill extant in Athanaſeus, ( and pr 
i] mention is alſo made of theſe his Letters by ef 
| St. Baſil, De Spir. SanF. ch. 29.) wherein he as 
| expreſly aſſerts ee of the Son, I ci 
as the Fathers of Nice do in their Creed. tl 
| Theſe are his words, & > jv J Oed & Jr o 
| aig, Thus having acknowledged that God 
1 5 was always a Father, he adds a« 7 # 
ELLE: 13 5. Xewv Ng Wie, &cc. or rather as 
m the Benedidin Edition corrects this la 

Paſſage, ae 7 X= Y, N Ole 2 oopiey x, I 

Svꝛaαν, Chriſtum ſemper fuiſſe, ac Verbum, Sapi- 

4 eentiam, & Virtutem extitiſſe. In the ſame Page 
he has theſe words, ETFUYAT [Ch 5 @v ©2706 1 ls, 
U x 4 di ow 3 87. D aa TE PWT, 
SA ws tay del m0 amav)aciuc ; rl 2 dn 
gn bd, To ralardcy voc. i, Pig & Oval 
uh Pwrigo #1), i. e. Jam quia ſplendor eſt æternæ 
Lucis, omnibus modis ipſe quoque æternus eſt, Lu- 
ce enim ſemper exiſtente, certum eſt & ſplendo- 
„ rem ſemper exiſtere, eo enim ipſo Lucem eſſe, quod 
1 | ſplendeat, intelligitur : non enim fieri poteſt, ut 
1 Lux non luceat. And (Pag. 560.1. A.) having 
argued, that if the Son had been Eternal, there 
muſt of neceſſity have been Eternal Days; he 
adds, d& Ot aueniiy be pg, d dg, 
_” Pee, 87 . 7 
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piens, nec deſinens ; | 
coheret illi & conjunFus eſt ſplendor, qui ſine 
principio genitus ſemper, ab eodem promicat, hoc 


re ME mole, SV drzviov megxalay, x, oe av- 
lo To ane rn)aoug dv et)arëg, TE αν. 

4 9 © 2 WS AG * Z FF &c 8 1 
y0v aUTB, (mtg Se N AtysTrr 0p, a) Nun, &c. i. e. 
Deus autem æterna Lux eſt, nec inci- 
* ter uus 


Pro. 8. v. 30. 


eft, Sapientia, cujus hæc ſunt verba, Ego eram 
qua gaudebat, & delectabat quotidie ante fa- 
ciem ejus omni tempore. To this he ſubjoins 
the following Paſſage two lines after, 3 & &, 
or rather & . SV dei Ts ue, cron ö yas 
, pag Co Pres wy” WIG D Dod ta . T 
i 5 4) v ein, g 2, TWO. 20) SN VWs 5. 

d dov dr, x, tov ac Exiſtente igitur æter- 
no Patre, exiſtit & eternus Filius, lumen de lu- 

mine, nan fi Pater eſt, neceſſario & Filius eſt, [i 
enim nullus Filius genitus eſt, quomodo ipſe Pa- 
ter, aut cujus tandem Pater fuerit? Atqui ambo 
ſunt, & ab æterno ſunt. Again (lit. B.) wrG 
J 6 ur er away mi} Tale, 1, 78 WIG e α ., 
„ hes V wv C T8 e e, i. e. Solus Filius cum 


Patre ſemper co-exiſtit, plenuſque exiſtentis eſt, G. 


ipſe ex Patre exiſtit. _ | 

The Anſwer, which the Biſhop of Alexan- 
dria makes to one of the Objections alledged 
againſt him ; which was, that he would not, 
or at leaſt did not make uſe of the word ô e- 
n., when he mentioned the Son of God, is 
very remarkable, and therefore I ſet it down, 
ei 2, A Th AiZiv Tavtn E200 e Tei; „ 
apes, GAN eg dun, f erb, i OG OF 

N 6 2 28 


fit, quod non invenerim hanc vocem ( conſubſtan- 


p. 561. J. B. 


 Arianiſm , tis impoſſible by the Words of an 


[ 100 ] 
581 aa Jaw, :yvcov en U% & x; AVG, 8 C4 ay 
* cv « 


* 


ein TH; Sorts Ts ug, i. e. Tametſi meum diGum 


tialitatis ) in literis ſacris, rem tamen ipſam inibi 
deprehendi, cognovique Filium, qui Verbum eſt, 
nor alienum à Patris ſubſtantia eſſe. The follow- 
ing Paſſage is too remarkable to be omitted, 
| „ Sr wav iueic Os Te TW TCA ouythe 
gaDανσU , i. e. Hoc ſcilicet pao 
Unitatem que indiviſibilis eſt, in Trinitatem di- 
latamus, & Trinitatem, que diminui non poteſt, 
in Unitatem contrahimus. The better part of 
this Paſſage is in the Greek Copy omitted, 
through the Careleſneſs of Printers, tho faith- 
fully rendred by the Tranſlator, from the 
Greek MSS. and runs thus in all the Greek MSS, 
that are extant (as we learn from the Benedict. 
Edition of Athanaſius his Works, in 1698.) 
Sr py i ui ce Te N T2429'% TW) jad - 
Tuvopyy 4 heeror, x, TW re] MANY EpcwTEY 
Ei "TI Aude oUYKEDZAYSMEIL, If Expreſſions 
like theſe, look like, or in the leaſt Savour of 


Author to be fare of his meaning, and I am 
oſitive it would be as difficult a matter to 
prove that theſe, and ſuch like Expreſſions fa- 
vour the Arian Principles, as to undertake to 
perſwade the ſober part of Mankind, that a 
Creature can be the Obje& of Divine Worſhip 

and Adoration. | 5 x 
Athanaſius ſhews that the Arians 
could by no means aſſert Dionyſius 
| to 


P, 552, 1, D. 


[101] . 
to their Party and Intereſt, becauſe he poſitive - 
ly affirms that Dionyſius confeſſes the Conſub- 
ſtantiality of the Son, M5 ougner i mf a- 
1s T %%%. It will not perhaps be thought 


foreign to our preſent purpoſe to inſert a Paſ- 
ſage of Theognoſius, who lived in the Third Cen- 


tury ; and who, though he does not indeed ſay 
that the Son is 04gsnG, yet affirms Ath. p. 274.1. 
that he is o n 201as, &. vx #£wJrv B. Sn. Nic. 
Ms bei eL pe NE n 79 ys 20 io, E E Dee, CUTE | 

pm ovT9 emaiony My ama cx? T8 Taps sw. pu, 
ws T3 Pw dna) JATUG 2761 ATW 273 10 70 mate 
1%TUG, 2TE 1 bMS) c mT udp Eh, N <£U70s 0 NA. 
G., v7 amoTeor, ama amippoia. & g pos doiæs 
5 MRCLT OY mopreidons Þ T8 res Boigs* ws 78 U. 
yWwy 0. NAW O Gums & Heir THIS CHYEOpivats U 
dur . £UYauis, £TIWs 202? 1 sν TY vr pos HXMolway 
UT%LEVEY 6X0V% & £y; 40% Toy Uioy. Non forinſe- 
cus aut ex rebus extraneis Eilii ſubſtantia con- 


ſtat, neque ex non entibus producitur, ſed" ex 


Patris ſubſtantia itz progenitus eſt, ut à Luce ju- 
bar : ut ex aqua vapor : Neqs enim vapor id ipſum 
eſt, quod aqua e neq; jubar id ipſum, quod Sol; ſed_ 
non alienum tamen verum ut profluentem eum 
eſſe dicas Patris ſubſtantiæ, idque ita ut interim 
ſubſtantia illa Patris diviſſonem non patiatur. 
Que mad moclum enim Sol non dliminuitur ſuis e- 
ſe profluentibus radiis, itz nec ſubſtantia Patris 
diminutionem ſuſtinet, imaginem ſui Filium pro- 

nn. doo no $7 RE 
But if theſe Teſtimonies be inſufficient, we 
ſhall add one more of a Perſon probably more 
= & "'W-23-: agree · 


3 [102] 
agreeable to the Queriſt, fince he has been ſup. 
poſed, and that with good Authority, to in- 
cline to the Arian Party, and that is Euſebius 
himſelf. W „ 
1 Tis obſerved by Socrates that five 
| H 25525 of the Biſhops aſſembled in the 
f Council of Nice, refuſed to ſub- 
1 ſcribe the word o, inſerted in 
the Creed, which was there ſettled ; and that 
Euſebius of Cæſarea did himſelf ſometime heſi- 
tate about the matter : But having at length 
ſatisfied himſelf in this particular; he with 
the reſt of the Biſhops preſent in the Synod, 
thoſe before mentioned only excepted, did 
ſubſcribe the Form there eltabliſhed ; 282 77y 
Qwynv TY i Py phvoly TE e ein OxgTe 
Tpo 9 IHANpPs Nv Keguevs, AC ne ipſam quidem 
vocem conſubſiantialis rejicimus, pacis intuitu, as 
he expreſſes himſelf in his Letter to the 
Church of Cæſarea, ( a Confideration which, 
if there were no higher, ſhould, one would 
reaſonably conclude, ſilence the preſent Diſtur- 
ber of our Peace) and a little while 
Fr. g- „after (the ſame is mentioned by 
ei ee Theodoret) PE e eunvdoveplt 
Tegen na Ads zy er i pc oi N Sia, St vas 
Acywy de N, Y banGaras bMooTYS, Y uy expta, 
% E T9 po 1 vis Jro Noe, * To G- 
vi 09 pn r uus oH. Quoc quidem cum its 
expoſitum fuiſſet, jure merito approbandum eſſe cen- 
ſurmus : ' Quaridoquidem nonnullos ex veteribus 
inſienes Epiſcopos, & diverſos Scriptores, in ex- 


1163 


plicanda Patris ac Filii Divinitate, hoo vocabulo 


Conſubſtantialis uſos eſſe cognovimus. Tis very 
probable, ſays the Learned Bull, 

when he cites this Paſſage to the Defen, Fid. 
ſame purpoſe, that Euſebius might p. 28. 


have various Monuments of Anti- 
quity by him, which are not come to our No- 
tice, from whence he could jaltifie his Aſſer- 
t 

Having proceeded thus far in our Oberes 
tion, that the word cνοννj⁶ was uſed. by the 
Fathers before the Council of Antioch, in the 


ſame ſenſe in which the Nicene Fathers did af- 


terwards eſtabliſh it (i. e.) as the moſt full 
and adequate Expreſſion of the Unity of Eſ- 


ſence, which they rightly concluded betwixt 
the Father and the Son. It is requiſite that 


I proceed, and aſſign ſome reaſonable Account 
why the Council of Aztioch, when aſſembled 
to condemn the Hereſie of Paulus Samoſatenus, 


thought fit to lay afide the uſe of a: word, 
which had ſo long before them, and without 


offence, been uſed in the Church. | 

That Dion jſius of Alexandria ſhould make. 
uſe of a word, which the Council of Aztioch 
condemns, or that the Council of Antioch 
ſhould condemn a word that was well known, 


and uſed in thoſe Days, will indeed ſeem 
ſtrange and ſurpriſing to ſuch, as do not conſi- 
der the occaſion of this Council's meeting, In 


order therefore to remove this Stumbling-block, 
it muſt be obſerved that 


G4 This 


h.-- 


[renal 


This Council met in order to condemn the | 
Hereſie of Paulus Samoſatenus Biſhop : of Antioch, 


who maintained, That Chriſt was a meer Man, 


and was not God till after his appearance in 
the World, and his Reaſon for that his Blaſ- 


8 phemy is thus recorded by Athanaſe- 
GG Sel. A, US, 6 2 95 ent ag e 6 "> una 


0 pes dias eral, piety 05 reon- 


| 1 a 3 oo OE e Ex E,],t (i 1. E. 57 2 Chriſtus | 
non ex hnmine Deus faFus eſt, igitur Conſubſtanti- 
alis eſt Pairi, G meceſſario ſequitur tres eſſe ſubſtan- 


Has, vnam quidem que prior fit, ut Princeps, reli- 


qu i vero duas ex ea orinndas. Becauſe he yainly 


imagined that there would be three Subſtances 
from all Eternity, and conſequently three Gods. | 
For he conceived, that as one Man begets ano- 


ther of the ſame Subſtance with himſelf, which 


is a ſeparate and diſtin& Subſtance, fo it fell 
out in the generation of the Son of God, and. 
_ conſequently that they who look d upon the 
_ aid Holy Ghoſt to be God from all Eter- 

and different Perſons from the Father, 
nk be ſup poſed to maintain, that there were 


three Sübllances i in the Godhead. 


This Council therefore decreed, that the den 
was not oh. of the ſame Subſtance with 
the Father in that Sence which Paul of Sam. af- 
fixed to it; Ideoque merito vitantes illud ſophiſ- 0 
ma Pauli, dixere, Cbriſtum non eſſe conſubſtant ia - 
lem: non enim ita ſe habet filius ad Patrem, ut 


ile cogitabet. * p. 920. and it ls beyond contra- 


diction 


FT. Y — —_— 8 


diction evident, that they only condemned it as 
explained by that Heretick ; for it is certain, 
that they, at the ſame time, owned him to be 


of cos. They did well, ſaith At ba- Thid. p. — 
vaſius, in declaring that the Son was lit. . 
not 944g2ns With the Father, and they 
did well alſo in affirming. that he was, 4 L 4 
ws vonoavles. e E ougsmo #) T % & quod. 
Ii (viz. the Biſhops at Artioch ) quoque refto 
intellectu illum dixere conſubſtantialem eſſe... 
Hence it appears that they only condemned the 
Word as explained by Paulus Sam. who had 
put a bad Interpretation upon it. 
But this will receive new Strength, and be 
farther cleared up by St. Baſil's Authority. They 
rejected, ſaith that great Father, the 8 
word o A, epo yo er etyot Thy T2 2 Ao 
0 1980.18 Seon TEK ẽ voie fois 1 g 
a AνE,., e N ẽðr idee Thy di e 
ei 72 ougeo iy Thw re. ig eis & Onpé dn, 
(i. e.) Dixerunt enim illi, homoouſii vocem intel- 
ligentiam Subſtantiæ, & eorum que ſubſtantiane 
conſequuntur, repræſentare nobis, ita ut ſubſtantie 


Idiſtributa in partes homoouſti, impertiat com- 


municationem 11s in que diſtributa fuerit. And 
to ſhew that it was only the bad Senſe, which 
Paul of Sam. had put upon that word, which 
thoſe Fathers condemned, he ſubjoyns theſe 
following words, ere egg ormwy eis a #) a- 
pn 0TH T oy en * Hou 01 Agyorl £5, dye 9 TeuTluy 
N TWy adtBaay, mo opouney Teggapimgn* Et 
ia ex non ente ad eſſe productum fuiſſe flium eti- 
e K en ee 0 = 


[106] 


am tune nonnulli aſſeverabant, hanc ut abſeinde- 
rent impietatem illi Patres, nomen Homoouſii u- 


furparumtr. And in order to evince that this 
was the true Deſign of thoſe Fathers, and that 
they underſtood the word oh in its true 
and orthodox Senſe, bt. Baſil further adds, 0 
ir es 18 ps Gn Pons, N 25 T 30105 TY males Tv) 
2joy 77% nee, 8 3 memunar, mi re N d- 
fred, ahi chxmvvles © om ovTep dy Ts amo Seo. 
a A Sn les, GHz 5 o 67m ys" Pas 5 
ag. dn Tpos Ss eAnvvoy, Tl 4 TY Hor ads 
* t eri, glas Sei me , ; el Sy gry 
aaf. pos 0 ra vip, gavveruy 3 Pas © 6, ws 2 9 
pe HTS, dfeono0y Tray Sic, Iva A A PUries 
ohh eto ESN %, Cunt dicerent enim de lu- 
mine Lumen, & de Bathis eſſentia filium eſſe ge- 
nitim & non ad um, illis addidernnt, homoorſ- 

eillad nimirum ſubindicantet, quod quam quis 
rationew Luminis in Patre intellexerit, eandem 
G filio adaptatam intelliget : Lumen enim ve- 
rum ad Lumen verum ſecundum ipſam luminis in- 
elligentiam, nullam prorſus admittet alteratio- 
wem. Quandoquidem eſt ergo Pater Lumen ſine 
Principio : Lumen verogenitum Filius: Lumen G. 
lumen alternter : Bomoonſiom dixerunt non incon- 
grue, ut nature aqualem dignitatem demonſtrarent. 

St. Hilary indeed tells us, that Paulus Samo- 
ſatemus acknowledged the Son to be 


() Pe Sn. opoym2s With the Father, (a) Male Bo- 

rian. p. 355. moouſion Samoſatenus confeſſus eſt : And 

& p. 360, Again, (b) Synodo Samoſatenæ ſubſeri- 

Le.  bindum putas, ne feeundum e 
inte 


5 3 jy 
- * » . . - - A — „ 
* Sod TOON Eos ra aa that ene OT TRLED 4 — 333 0 v4.4 & - 
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intelligentiam 1 quiſquam ibi uſurpet . homouſron. 


But it is notorious that he. acknowledged him 


to be ſo in the Sabellian Senſe of the word, 


as appears from theſe words of the 
ſame Father, and from which it alſo g 
appears, that they condemned the word as ta- 
ken in the Sabellian Senſe. Secundo.quoque (ſays 


P. 356. 


Samoſatenus hereticus pronunciatus eſt, etiam ho- 


mou ſion repudiaveriut : quia per hanc Unins Eſ- 

ſentiæ nuncupationem, ſolitarium atq; unicum ſibi 

eſſe Patrem, &. Filium predicabat. Et hoc ſane 

nun ＋ prophaniſſimum Eccleſia 3 
Z 


Patrem & Filinm in his nominum profeſſioni bus 


ad Onionis ac ſingularis ſolitudinem negata perſo- 


narum proprietate revocare. 
It is altogether probable that Paulus Samoſate- 
us (having promiſed to recant his Errors in 


the firſt Council that met at Autioch, which tis 
likely dealt with bim ſo very favourably upon. 
the account of his fair Promiſes) did after- 


wards admit the word oun;, but explained it 
as Sabellius did; that by ſuch an Evaſion he 


might ſcreen himſelf from the Condemnation 


of another Council; but notwithſtanding his 


Cunning he was condemned by a ſecond Coun- 


cil held at Antioch; and it was then, and not 


till then, that Hereticus. pronunciatus fuit, and 


deprived of his Epiſcopal Honour and Dignity. 


And as the Fathers then met together, de- 


clared that the Son was not ohn ⁰e with the 
Father, in the Senſe that Paulus Sam. * 
1 2 : 0 | 94 | 7 VVV 0 75 2 SES 1 * 1 : ; 12 


„ 
* y_ » 
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he was, (i. e.) That he was a ſeparate and di- 


LIEN ſtint z from the Father; a 9» 
3 6 (Gaith St, , Baſt, D eueehdn n gol am Te 
Tales eis bi sos boston. nee, 208 rec aD 
obs c M Tas s, & M appniO. 5 cv TIS 
AGN497Los ar bpb r 7 Ocias Myrio cs o epo vs. 


Non eſt enim 4 Patre diviſa in fil ium eſſentia 4 


neque per efftuxum genuit, nec per emanationem, 


que mad modum fructus proſeminant plante : Sed 
modus divine generationis inexplicabilis omnino, 
G. intogitabilit humanis rationibus eſt. So in 


like manner did they pronounce, that he was 


not 009105 in the Sabellian Notion of the word, 
that i is, that he and the Father were but one 


<apator, as we underſtand the word at preſent, 


2 98 (as the Father excellently well 


Ep. 300. 
obſerves). Gus a aw iauty porno, * Sa 


d Emregy ETipy. non enim aliquid idem eſt fabi 


22 7 homouſion, ſed diverſum diverſo. 


Tis true indeed, many of the Fathers placed 
no difference between the word woo and the. 
 word..oiz, but uſed the former to 


'Ep. 57. in 


the old Edit. 
but the 14t) 


in the new 


Edit. 4 Pa · 
ris in 1706. 


T. 1. Conc. 
per Binium. 


Conc. Alex- 
' andy, ſnb Li- 


berio,p.604. 
1 Col. J. G 


denote. the Eſſence of God. Tota ſe- 
cularium literarum ſcbola, (ſaith St. 


Jerom in his Epiſt. to Pope Damaſus) 


nihil aliud Hypoſtaſim, niſt uſiam novit. 
This Truth is alſo clearly made out in 
theſe words, Eos examinavimus, qui 


ab iſtis in culpan devocabantur, quaſe 
dicerent, eſſe. unam hypoſtaſim : Sciſci- 


tantes ab illic, num pro Sabelliano dog- 


mate ea mente I loquerentur, ut ſublatas 


vellent 


999 
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vellent in Trinitate Filium, & Spiritum Sanctum, 


ſubſiteret ? Qui &. ipſi quoque affirmarunt, neque 
ita ſe dicere, neque ſe ita ſenſiſſe unquam, ſed . 
cow eos intelligere idem eſſe cum dia: unam au- 


tem ideo ſeſe Hypoſtaſim intelligere, partim quia 


Filins .ex eſſentia Patris fit, partim quia in 


tribus ſit identitas nature : Unam enim ſeſe Dei- 


tatem & unam naturam credere, neque aliam Pa- 
tris, aliam Filis, aliam Spiritus S. eſſe naturam. 
Quinimo &. illi, qui eo crimine poſiulati erant, 


quod tres Hypoſtaſes inducerent, cum iſti in ean- 


dem ſententiam convenerunt, viciſſimque illi, qui 


unam Hypoſtaſim aſſeverarent, iſtorum interpreta- 
tioni acquieverunt & ambe factiones pariter 


Arium execrate ſunt, ut Chriſti hoſtem : Sabelli- 
umque & Paulum Samoſatenſem, ut impios, &c. 


I was the not ſtating the true import of theſe 


two words, that occaſioned thoſe great Heats 
and Debates, which for a conſiderable time di- 
vided the Greek and Latin Churches; for it 
being uſual for the Latin Fathers to take the 
word % to denote the bo or Eſſence of 
God ; and fearing leſt they ſhould be taxed 


with Arianiſm, they were very unwilling to 


adopt that word, and ſay, that there were 
three waxzoas in the Divine Nature, but ra- 
ther choſe to make uſe of the word Tpdowmy, 


Perſon, by which word, in effe&, they meant 


28 much as the Greek Fathers did by Vans, | 


Brakes 


quaſi Filius eſſentia careat, aut Spiritus S. nom 


L 
| „„ . Socrates indeed tells us, That in the ||| dei 
4 | E 4.19.3: Council of Alexandria held ſome time D. 


before that of Nice, Ofus handled | vir 
the Queſtion about the giz and vmimas, with fro 
a Deſign to overthrow Sabellius his Opinion: I He 
But we have no reaſon to believe that the mat. I wil 
ter was fully ſtated at that time, or the ſigni- 
fication of thoſe words fully cleared up, for A. || th: 
thanaſius himſelf, even ſome time after that || rej 
Council, promiſcuouſly uſes thoſe two words, || wt 
a which doubtleſs he would carefully have a- || ec 
F ' voided, had it at that time been determined, t 
that the S0 ſhould be applicable to the Ef- at 
ſence, and the vunizas to the three Perſons of the 
the Deity : 5 & vwomzos voice ôbei, ſaith Athanaſi= || WC 
, (Ad Afric. & elſewhere ) he affirms the | wh 
ſame thing. | 2 
But to leave this Digreſſion, Tho the Council || ins 
of Antioch thought fit for the Reaſons above- cle 
mentioned, to reſtrain the uſe of the word; I ſta 
yet does it by no means appear, that they then I th: 
relinquiſhed the Senſe of it, or that they did 
; not adhere to the ſame Orthodox Opinion of Ic 
the Son, which that was deſigned to expreſs. ||| Tec 
There is a Letter of ſome of the Biſhops, who ||| Þe: 
were preſent in the Synod of Antioch, wrote 

to Djonyſins of Rome, wherein they give him I w« 
an Account of their Proceedings | againſt the tal 
Heretick, and among other Reaſons of his Con- {id 

E demnation aſſign this, becaufe am- 
R Cog : b 
7. c. 30. pas. NS TE N οeο7⅛ 6m HSRAQ 9 50 Sd di. 

228. Edit. “al. Ay pure wleanaudty, (1. e.) 4 f- 
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[111] | 
dei regula recedens ad. ſpuriam &. adulterinam 
Dockrinam ſe tranſtulit. In denying the Di- 
vinity of the Son, it ſeems he had receeded 
from the Faith of the Church; and, as an 
Heretick, was excluded from all Communion 
!( A · 

Which Account being offered, twill appear 
that the word was by no means condemned or 
rejected in the Council of Antioch in the ſenſe, 
which the Church before had received it; but 
becauſe it had been perverted by Paulus Samo- 
ſatenus to an impious Deſign, they thought fit 
at once to cut off all Exception that might 
thence ariſe, and in ſome ſenſe to ſuppreſs the 


| word, tho' they till retained the Doctrine 


which in its genuine Senſe it intended. 

And therefore it would. have been fair deal- 
ing in Mr. Whiſton, to have given us ſome more 
'clear Account of the Matter, and not to have 
ſtated his Queſtion in Terms that may induce 
the Incurious Reader to conclude, that the 
Council of Antioch, pofitively condemned the 
word; and that the Council of Nice afterwards 
received it in that very Senſe, in which it was 
before rejeted. 

Why that Council thought fit to adapt the 
word owns, and to ſettle it as a Fundamen- 
tal of the Chriſtian Faith, is next to be con- 

ſidered. 5 1 bo. 
"Tis notorious to any one that has but juſt 
dipt into the Hiſtory of thoſe Times, and im- 
partially 


(197 
partially conſidered the Diſputes that in the 
fourth Century occaſioned the Council of Nice, 
and the fatal and neceſſary Schiſm, which 
| thence enſued, that the Arians were a Turbu- 
lent and Ambitious, a Crafty and Subtle ſort of 
People, Men that were ever diſpoſed to difs' 
guiſe their Opinions, and with a pernicious de- 
| fign to corrupt the Flock of Chriſt, and the 
Faith once delivered to the Saints, were read 
to profeſs any Doctrine, that they could eafily. 
evade or make to ſquare with their own'dan- 
Athan. Sm. gerous Tenets: Thus for inſtance, ' 
Nic. Decr. C when the Athanaſians ſuppoſed in o- 
este. pen Council, that Chriſt was God of 
God, and the only begotten Son of God, meaning 
by theſe Expreſſions, that he was of the ſame 
Nature or Subſtance with the Father, the >cy9; 
being his Son (for it is impoſſible but a Son | 
muſt be 'of the ſame Subſtance with his Father) 
and conſequently, God of God from all Eter- 
nity, Euſebiur Biſhop of Nicomedia, that the A- 

_ rians might not be excluded, adviſed his Fol- 
lowers to admit of thoſe Expreſſions, infinua- 
ting, that as all created Beings were of God, ſo 
Chriſt might alſo, in their ſenſe of Things, - be 
allowed to be God of God. Thus they evaded 
the force of theſe and of all other Expreſſions 
which were propoſed by that Council, and 
gave them a falſe turn, as twill clearly ap- 
pear to any one that will but take the pains 
' conſult the Eccleſiaſtical. Hiſtorians of thoſe” 
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nh the Father. And tis Gbſervable that the 
(ile, themſelves were the occaſion of theſe 
weeds being infected in the Mane Creed. For 
[ Iwo may:betieve Enſtathive,' (aiFragmentuof 
e Ig Riliextanwitvthe. > „ W 

J-2Watks ef odoret )e arevdirorntn ©, ee 
R boi tnformas;, titlat Wallache Fg. 24% fe 


bl IO at Nice were drawing up the 


Articles 


e e ene eee 


pty:d-rherafelves/co. pitch:apbt ſome — 


Dede Core They at length were forced 


portant Truth; and the het: 


believed the N to be of the ſame Subſtanee 


e 2 — R 
e 
. N wi; 
"% 


[1141 


Artieles of the Chriſtian Faith, ot de gen te 
Faith of the Church, a Letter of Euſebiur ot 
Nicomedia wWas produced, which contained 3 
gonvinging Proof of his Blaſphemies: Nor is it 
mprobable to ſuppoſe, that this is the ſame 
5 which St. Amwbrafe mentions,” which, 
that Father declares, was read in open Council, 
and gave occaſion to fix upon the word dH 
vas 2 For therein Euſebius donfeſſes, that he 
could not own. the a4yas to he the true and 
uncreated Son of God, without acknowledging 
the ſame to be pains, Theſe ate his wards, 
Si verum, inguit, Dei filinm G- in 
155 ge 1 3 creatum dicineus, Homonſiom cum 5 
. fre, incipimmt confiteri. i Hee cum le- 
E. fe Epiſtola (Hith St. 2 
in Concilio Niceno, hoc verbum in tract am f 
dei poſuerunt Patret, quod viderunt adverſy 
elſe formidini, ut Fanguam euag: nato 2 
gladio, ipſorum 'nefande caput Hegg emp 
arent. The reading of dh Bolle, Gb 
Theodoret in the ſame Chap. put the Author 
of it to great Shame and Confuſion, S r- 
a 0 arayvudey, di vH pe phy would, 
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Quæ coram omnibus les, immenſum 
 auditoribus propter — — 7 — tu 
lerunt : ipſum: vero qui ſcripſerat inſanabils de- 
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the Firſt By Fohn Fenings, amlingaygndt 
 Granſden, By fo low of Cldre- Hall in 3 

The Promiſes of God to Royal Dauid and his 1 ada 
Queen Anne and the Proteſtant Succeſſion, in "read 
Great-Granſden in Huntingdonſhire, on Thurſd 


ing the 4 Join Joung, of Her AL apy 


Throne. Ry Fohn 2 6 e 1 5 
cd | 
F Londen, in the Ca. 


As Sermon preac 

and Court of Aldermen, and the hoop Cam | 

thedrz! Church of St. Pauls, January 30. 1710. By Sami! Brad 

ford, D. D. h actor of St. Mary le Bow, and Chaplain in „ 

to Her Majeſty. En 
An Exhortation to Purity and peace: A Sermon pre iche | 

the Pariſh-Church ot St. Mary le Bow, on Sunday March 26. 170, 
A Sermon preach'd before the Lord Mayor, on Jan. 30, 10. 
A Diſeourſe of a ſmal and $ W Regeneration, - 


Samuel Bradford, D. D. 3 
ed before the R icht Honourable Sir Gilbert 
Heathcote, Kt. Lord Mayor, andthe Al ermen | W. 
don, on Fueſday Nov. 7. 1710. being the Day appointed, by 
Majeſty's Royal Proclamation for a Publick hankſgiving”. | 
Richard Chamber, M. A. Eat 
© The True Notion of Moderation : In a Sermon preach'd in th ws; 
Pariſh. Church of St. James in Briſtol, Octob. 1. 1710. By: . 
jamin Bayly, M. A. Rector of St. James i in Briſtol. N 
The Uſe and Abuſe of Philofophy in Matters of Religion brief. ; 
ly conſider d; in a Sermon preach'd at the Pariſn- Church 01 
Biſh 1 5 -Stortford in Hertforuſpire, Aug. 22. 17 16. at the Annual: | 
ing oh the Scholars ee in that School. By With liam 
2 d. A. Rector. o E 1 re... 4 
Tractatus de Perce, 9 Mulde B. 8 0 5. 
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